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EFFECTS OF NEED FOR SOCIAL APPROVAL ON JUDGMENTS 
OF STATEMENTS ABOUT A CENTRAL ISSUE
CHAPTER I  
INTRODUCTION AND PROBLEM
The tendency o f su b jec ts  tak ing  a p e rso n a lity  inven tory  to  t r y  
(consciously  or unconsciously) to  give a favorable p ic tu re  of them­
se lv es has become a m atter of in c reasin g  inçortance to  p e rso n a lity  
a sse sso rs . Vdggins and Rum rill (1959) numerate th re e  types o f 
approaches th a t  have been app lied  to  t h i s  problem:
The f i r s t  approach vas by Meehl and Hathavay (1946) idiich drew 
a t te n t io n  to  th e  in c reasin g  problem o f s o c ia lly  d e s ira b le  responses. 
The K sca le  o f th e  MMPI was s p e c if ic a l ly  developed as an attem pt to  
determ ine the  ex ten t of th i s  te s t- ta k in g  a t t i tu d e  in  a given su b jec t 
and to  num erically  "c o rrec t"  the o ther sca les  o f the MEffI idiich seemed 
most vu lnerab le  to  th i s  type of d is to r t io n .
A second avenue of approach th a t  converges on the  same problem 
has been the g e n e ra liz a tio n  of Cronbach's concept o f "response s e t"  
(Cronbach, 1946, 1950), to  include ab e rran t or s t a t i s t i c a l l y  dev ian t 
response s e ts  by Berg (1955, 1957) and th e  subsequent implementation 
of th is  no tion  by Bames (195&a, 1956b) w ith the MMPI.
1
2A th i rd  approach i s  represen ted  by th e  concept of item  " so c ia l 
d e s ir a b i l i ty "  and has been th e  focus o f a g rea t amount of recen t 
research  by Edwards (1957) and h is  fo llo w ers . Although th e re  would 
appear to  be l i t t l e  th a t  would conceptually  d is tin g u ish  t h i s  no tion  
from th e  general "fake good" dimension th a t  Meehl and Hathaway had in  
mind, th e re  does seem to  be an emphasis on item  content th a t  i s  no t 
p re se n t in  o th er s tu d ie s  (Berg, 1955» 1957; Bam es, 1956a, 1956b), 
Edwards (1957) tap s  th e  so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  dimension by having judges 
r a te  th e  " so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty "  of inventory  item s. S ocia l d e s i r a b i l i ty ,  
thus has been used by Edwards to  r e fe r  to  a c h a ra c te r is t ic  of t e s t  
item s, i , e , ,  th e i r  scale  p o s itio n  on a so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  sca le .
In  summarizing these  th ree  approaches the  focus o f in te r e s t  f a l l s  
in to  two ca teg o rie s : (a) the  t e s t  behavior of the  su b jec ts  as exernm
p l i f i e d  in  the  approaches taken by Meehl and Hathaway (1946) and 
Cronbach (1946, 1950); (b) the so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  p ro p e rtie s  of t e s t  
item s as  eocemplified by Edwards (1957)*
There i s  s t i l l  another more re c en t approach to  th e  problem of 
so c ia l d e s i r a b i l i ty  idiich has been taken Crowne and Marlowe (1960) ,  
They contend th a t  the th re e  approaches of Meehl and Hathaway, Cron­
bach, and Edwards toward the  co n tro l and concep tualization  of the 
so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  e f fe c t  ai/e inadequate. F i r s t  of a l l ,  Crowne and 
Marlowe ( I 96O) p o in t out th a t  underlying the th re e  above approaches 
i s  the concept of s t a t i s t i c a l  deviance,
Whether the t e s t  behavior o f Ss of the  so c ia l 
d e s ir a b i l i ty  p ro p e rtie s  of item s a re  the focus of 
in t e r e s t ,  however, i t  now seems c le a r  th a t  underlying 
both these  approaches i s  the concept of s t a t i s t i c a l  
deviance (Crowne & Marlowe, p , 394).
3Crowie and Marlowe s ta te  th a t  th e re  a re  un fortunate  consequences ■vàiich 
fo llow  from the  use of a s t a t i s t i c a l  deviance model in  the development 
o f so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  sc a le s . For in s ta n c e , tdien using item s drawn 
from th e  MMPI, i t  i s  apparent th a t  in  ad d itio n  to  th e i r  s c a la b i l i ty  
fo r  so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  the  item s may a lso  be characteirized by th e i r  
co n ten t, th ic h  in  a general sense has p a th o lo g ica l im p lica tio n s . There­
f o re ,  idaen a so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  sca le  constructed  according to  th is  
procedure i s  then  app lied  to  a co llege student popu la tion , th e  meaning 
o f high so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  scores i s  n o t a t  a l l  c le a r .  For in s ta n c e , 
lAien su b jec ts  a re  given the Edwards S ocia l D e s ira b ili ty  Scale (SDS), a 
sca le  which con tains p a th o lo g ica l item s, i t  cannot be determ ined •vdiether 
these  responses are  a t t r ib u ta b le  to  so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  or to  a genuine 
absence of such symptoms.
I t  was on the  b a s is  of these  arguments th a t  Crowne and Marlowe
( i 960) developed a new sca le  o f so c ia l d e s i r a b i l i ty ,  th e  Marlowe-Crowne 
Social D e s ira b ili ty  Scale (M-C SDS), Tdiich i s  f re e  from the  am biguities 
o f the s t a t i s t i c a l  deviance approach and f re e  from p a th o lo g ica l item s.
% is  new sca le  d i f f e r s  from o th ers  in  th a t  i t  de fin es  so c ia l 
d e s ir a b i l i ty  as a p e rso n a lity  c h a ra c te r is t ic  such th a t  in d iv id u a ls  
scoring high on th e  M-C SDS a re  ch a rac te rized  as in d iv id u a ls  who seek 
so c ia l approval.
Social d e s i r a b i l i ty ,  as p re sen tly  defined , r e fe r s  to  
a need fo r so c ia l approval and acceptance and th e  b e l ie f  
th a t  th i s  can be a tta in e d  by means of c u ltu ra lly  accep tab le  
and app ropria te  behaviors. In  a psychometric s i tu a t io n ,  
a high need fo r  so c ia l approval would be in fe rre d  from a 
p e rso n 's  a t t r ib u t io n  o f c u l tu ra l ly  approved statem ents to  
h im self and the  d en ia l of c u l tu ra l ly  unacceptable t r a i t s .
. . .  A low need fo r  so c ia l approvsi im plies a degree of 
independence of c u l tu ra l  d e f in it io n s  of acceptable
behavior. The person le s s  m otivated by a need fo r  so c ia l 
approval m ight, in  a  te s t in g  s i tu a t io n ,  ackno%Ledge c e r ta in  
symptoms, r e je c t  them as p e rso n a lly  i r r e le v a n t ,  or p resen t 
o th er t e s t  responses depending on such fa c to rs  as the  
s tren g th  of h is  p re se n t needs, th e  k inds of responses 
req u ired , and th e  n a tu re  o f th e  t e s t  s tim u li, The p re se n t 
need co n s tru c t c le a r ly  im plies th a t  " so c ia l  d e s ir a b i l i ty "  
has considerab le  g e n e ra lity  beyond se lf -e v a lu a tiv e  or 
t e s t  s itu a tio n s  (Marlowe & Crowne, I 96I ,  pp. 109-110).
The It-C SDS thus assumes th a t  an in d iv id u a l b rings to  th e  t e s t  
s itu a t io n  a h a b itu a l p a t te rn  or s ty le  of eva lua ting  h im self and th a t  
item s ap p ro p ria te  to  se lf -e v a lu a tio n  w il l  tend  to  c a l l  fo r th  responses 
re f le c t in g  th e  in d iv id u a l’ s p a r t ic u la r  s ty le .  From the in d iv id u a l 
approach to  the t e s t  s itu a t io n  a c lo se ly  interw oven m otivational 
s tru c tu re  i s  in fe r re d  cen te rin g  around dependence on the favorab le  
evaluations of o th ers  and vu lnerab le  se lf-co n cep tio n .
There have been a number of s tu d ie s  lAiich have made use of the  
M-C SDS and they  may be d iv ided  in to  two general c a te g o rie s . F i r s t  
o f  a l l ,  th e re  a re  those s tu d ies  which have been concerned p rim arily  
w ith the  v a l id i ty  of th e  M-C SDS, i . e . ,  does th e  sca le  measure th e  
need fo r  so c ia l approval. Secondly, th e re  a re  those s tu d ie s  tdiich 
a re  more concerned w ith using  the  sco res on the  M-C SDS as an indepen­
dent v a r ia b le  fo r  p re d ic tin g  responses on some dependent measure.
These s tu d ie s  w ill  be d iscussed  in  re sp ec tiv e  o rder.
The study by Crowne and Marlowe ( I 960) was the f i r s t  to  d escrib e  
th e  development and p re lim inary  v a lid a tio n  o f the  Î-Î-C SDS. Test item s 
fo r  the M-C SDS were drawn from a popula tion  of c u l tu ra lly  accep tab le  
and approved behav io rs, which were, a t  th e  same tim e, r e la t iv e ly  
u n lik e ly  to  occur. These item s were a lso  f re e  from p a th o lo g ica l 
im p lica tio n s  and as such are  d if f e r e n t  from the  Edwards SDS item s.
5The M-C SDS sca le  was then  c o rre la te d  w ith 17 MMPI v a l id i ty ,  c l in i c a l ,  
and derived  sca le s  and the  r e s u l ts  were then c o lo r e d  with the  c o rre la ­
t io n s  of th e  Edwards SDS w ith the  same MMPI s c a le s . Very high c o rre la ­
tio n s  were obtained between the MMPI sca les  and the  Edwards SDS -rfaich 
was in te rp re te d  by th e  au thors as c a s tin g  doubt on th e  v a l id i ty  of the 
Edwards SDS as a measure of the  in flu en ce  of so c ia l approval on t e s t  
responses. The c o rre la tio n s  o f th e  M-C SDS and the  MMPI sc a le s  were 
much lower and th i s  was in te rp re te d  as being more in  accord w ith a 
d e f in it io n  of so c ia l d e s i r a b i l i ty  in  terms of th e  need of su b jec ts  
to  respond in  c u l tu ra l ly  approved ways.
In  a study by S toU ak ( I 965) th e  Edwards P e rso n a lity  P reference 
Scale and th e  M-C SDS were adm inistered  to  72 male su b je c ts . A co rre la ­
t io n  was confuted between each s u b je c t 's  EPPS p ro f i le  and ( l )  the  mean 
need scores o f Edwards' co llege  male norms and (2) th e  mean need scores 
o f S to U a k 's  SD male norms (compiled in  a previous study by adm in istering  
th e  EPPS under so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  in s tru c t io n s ) .  These c o rre la tio n s  
were considered th e  s u b je c t 's  Œ and SD sco res , re sp e c tiv e ly , and two 
fu r th e r  c o r re la t io n s  were confuted between each of these  scores and th e  
M-C sca le  sco res . The CN-M-C c o r re la tio n  was - .0 5  b u t the  SD-M-C 
c o rre la tio n  was a s ig n if ic a n t  .44 . The r e s u l t s  provided support fo r  
th e  v a l id i ty  o f S to U a k 's  SD and M-C sca le  scores as in d ic a to rs  of 
need fo r  s o c ia l  approval.
In  a study by Marlowe and Crowne ( I96I )  an attem pt was made to  
assess  the  u se fu ln ess  o f defin ing  th e  co n stru c t o f so c ia l d e s ir a b i l i ty  
in  m otivational term s. The M-C SDS sca le  scores o f 57 co lleg e  studen ts  
were d iv ided  in to  h igh  and low SD c a te g o rie s . The su b jec ts  then
6performed a boring  ta sk  fo r  25 m inutes and a t t i tu d e s  toward th e  experi­
ment were then  taken . The in v e s tig a to rs  p red ic ted  th a t  h igh -need -fo r- 
approval su b jec ts  would express s ig n if ic a n tly  more favorab le  a t t i tu d e s  
towards th e  experiment than  low -need-for-approval su b jec ts . Ihe 
r e s u l ts  confirmed th e  p re d ic tio n s .
The major purpose o f the  study was to  assess  th e  u t i l i t y  of 
t re a t in g  the  co n stru c t o f  so c ia l d e s i r a b i l i ty  as a m otivational v a r iab le  
ap p licab le  over a range of s i tu a t io n s .  The fin d in g s  of th i s  study 
provide c le a r  support f o r  a th e o re t ic a l  ra tio n a le  which views so c ia l 
d e s ir a b i l i ty  in  m o tivational term s, regarding i t  as a need fo r  so c ia l 
approval accompanied by a b e l ie f  or expectancy th a t  t h i s  need can be 
s a t i s f ie d  by engaging in  c u l tu ra lly  and s i tu a t io n a lly  sanctioned 
behaviors.
Crowne and S trick lan d  ( I96I )  argue th a t  id iile  s o c ia lly  d e s irab le  
p e rso n a lity  t e s t  responses and compliance w ith th e  obvious wishes o f 
th e  experim enter a re  n e a tly  ex p licab le  by the concept o f  need fo r  
approval, no evidence d i r e c t ly  supporting need fo r  approval i s  found 
in  the above s tu d ie s , i . e . ,  the  g o a l-o rien ted  ch a rac te r o f th e  behavior 
o f persons described  as approval m otivated req u ire s  a more c r i t i c a l  
dem onstration.
I t  was th e  b a s is  o f th i s  argument th a t  le ad  Crowne and S trick lan d
(1961) ,  Marlowe ( I962) , and Marlowe, Beecher, Cook, and Doob (1964) to  
in v e s tig a te  h igh and low need fo r  approval e f fe c ts  on v erb a l cond ition ­
ing ,  an experim ental paradigm which they  f e l t  to  be a more c r i t i c a l  
dem onstration of approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls . They reasoned th a t  
the stro n g er a given need, th e  more e f fe c tiv e  w ill  be reinforcem ent
7ap p ro p ria te  to  th a t  need. T herefore, i f  approving so c ia l reinforcem ent 
i s  given in  a lea rn in g  ta s k ,  a c q u is itio n  of th e  behavior to  be learn ed  
should be enhanced fo r  approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls . The s tu d ies  
and th e i r  r e s u l ts  w ill be d iscussed  in  re sp ec tiv e  o rder.
In  the  verbal operan t condition ing  experiment by Crowne and 
S trick lan d  ( I 96I ) , Greenspoon's c la s s ic  "p lu ra l nouns" procedure was 
follow ed. I t  was p re d ic te d  th a t  when c r i t i c a l  responses (p lu ra l  nouns) 
were immediately followed by so c ia l reward from th e  experim enter high- 
need-for-approval su b jec ts  would show a s ig n if ic a n t in c rease  in  response 
r a te  as compared to  low-neecL-for-approval su b jec ts , A fu r th e r  p re d ic tio n  
was th a t  under negative reinforcem ent conditions h igh-need-for-approval 
su b jec ts  would show a s ig n if ic a n t ly  g re a te r  decrease to  punished responses 
as compared to  low -need-for-approval su b je c ts . Both p re d ic tio n s  were 
confirm ed, however, the e f f e c t  o f v e rb a l "punishment" was no t as consis­
te n t  in  producing between group d iffe re n c e s  as th e  e f f e c t  of approval, 
Marlowe (1962) sought to  cond ition  meaningful v erb a l behavior 
(p o s itiv e  se lf - re fe re n c e s )  in  an in te rv ie w  s itu a t io n  and fu r th e r  t e s t  
the  need-for-approval condition ing  hypo thesis . The experim ental ta sk  
was a 15-minute in te rv iew  conducted immediately a f t e r  completion o f 
the  M-C sca le . Every p o s it iv e  s e lf - re fe re n c e  was re in fo rc ed  by the  
experimenter* s "Mn'hmm" f o r  those su b jec ts  in  th e  experim ental group.
In  th e  co n tro l group no reinforcem ent was given. High- and low -need-for- 
approval sub jec ts  were p re se n t in  both groups. I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  
h igh-need-for-approval su b jec ts  would produce more re in fo rced  responses
(p o s itiv e  se lf - re fe re n c e s )  under p o s itiv e  reinforcem ent cond itions than 
low -need-for-approval su b je c ts . The p re d ic tio n  was confirm ed, and the
8r e s u l t s  in d ic a te  th a t  d iffe re n c es  in  c o n d itio n a b ility  are  a t t r ib u ta b le  
to  in d iv id u a l d iffe re n c es  in  th e  need f o r  approval, and they  support 
th e  r e s u l t s  of Cro-wne and S trick lan d  ( I 96I ) .
In  ano ther v erba l cond ition ing  experiment Marlowe, Beecher, Cook, 
and Doob (1964) were concerned w ith th e  e f fe c t  o f v ica rio u s  re in fo rc e ­
ment and i t s  re la tio n s h ip  to  h igh- and low^-need-for-approval su b je c ts .
In  the  two previous s tu d ie s  v erb a l behavior was d i r e c t ly  re in fo rc ed , 
however, in  v ica rio u s  reinforcem ent a su b jec t observes id iile  another 
person "tAio i s  responding i s  re in fo rced  by the experim enter. The 
au thors p red ic te d  th a t  h igh - as compared to  low-neecUfor-approval 
su b jec ts  would be more responsive to  v ica rio u s  reinforcem ent and would 
show a s ig n if ic a n t  condition ing  e f fe c t  follow ing th e  observation  phase.
The r e s u l ts  were in  the p red ic ted  d ire c tio n .
Other experiments using  the It-C SDS as an independent v a r ia b le  
have been concerned with so c ia l conform ity (Crowne & L iv e ran t, 1963;
Crowne & Marlowe, 1964; S trick lan d  & Crowne, 1962), a t t i tu d e  change 
(Buckhout, 1965a ,  1965b; Salman, 1962), percep tua l defense (B arthe l & 
Crowne, I 962) and aggression  (Conn & Crowne, 1964). Only those s tu d ie s  
which have p a r t ic u la r  relevance to  the  p resen t re sea rch  w il l  be d iscussed .
S trick lan d  and Crowne ( I 962) used an Asch-type (Asch, 1951) design 
in  t h e i r  study on conform ity and need f o r  approval. High- and low-need- 
fo r-ap p ro v a l su b jec ts  were exposed to  au d ito ry  s tim u li lA ich could be 
re a d ily  and accu ra te ly  perceived . Following each au d ito ry  s tim u li 
s e r ie s  th re e  confederates announced th e i r  judgments o f th e  number of 
s tim u li p resen ted . The confedera tes never d isagreed  in  t h e i r  judgments 
and they  gave in accu ra te  judgments on 12 c r i t i c a l  t r i a l s  out of a to ta l
9of 18. A fte r th e  confederates had v erb a lized  th e i r  judgments, the  
naive su b jec t ■was asked to  v e rb a liz e  h is  judgment on th e  number o f 
s tim u li p resen ted . I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  h igh-need-for-approval sub­
je c ts  would 8ho"w more conform ity as cougjared to  low -need-for-approval 
su b je c ts . Ihe r e s u l ts  were in  •fche p red ic ted  d ire c tio n .
In  another "Asch-type" percep-fcual d isc rim in a tio n  study Crowne 
and Marlowe (1964) req u ired  high- and low -need-for-approval su b jec ts  
to  id e n t i ty  th e  la rg e r  o f t"Ho c lu s te r s  o f d o ts . Four confederates 
■were p re sen t on each d isc rim in a tio n  t r i a l  and ■they gave 10 in c o rre c t 
answers on l6  c r i t i c a l  t r i a l s .  The r e s u l t s  in d ica ted  th a t  high-need- 
fo r-app rova l su b jec ts  were s ig n if ic a n tly  more conforming than low-need- 
fo r-ap p ro v a l su b je c ts .
Need fo r  approval has a lso  been a v a r ia b le  o f i n te r e s t  in  s tu d ies  
concerned w ith a t t i tu d e  change. In  a study by Buckhout (1965a) h igh- 
and low -need-for-approval su b jec ts , as measured by th e  M-C SDS, -were 
brought to g e th e r  in  diads in  a 2 x  2 design . One su b jec t played the 
r o l l  of communicator atteng>ting to  persuade another su b jec t (a  rece iv er) 
to  change h is  mind, H igh-need-for-approval re c e iv e rs  showed more a t t i ­
tude change than  low -need-for-approval su b jec ts . H igh-need-foi'-approval 
communicators produced more conform ity to  immediate situa^tional demands. 
Low-need-for-approval communicators produced more of a change in  a f fe c t  
towards th e  a t t i tu d e  o b je c t.
In  another study Buckhout (1965b) i t  was p red ic ted  ■that h igh- 
need-for-approval su b jec ts  would e x h ib it more a t t i tu d e  change than 
low -need-for-approval su b je c ts . A ttitu d e s  toward te le v is io n  programming 
were obtained on h igh- and low -need-for-approval su b jec ts  as measured
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by the Marlowe-Crowne S ocia l D e s ira b il i ly  S cale , The su b jec ts  were 
given 44 cards contain ing  two c la sse s  of p a ired  statem ents about 
te le v is io n  programming. Twenty-eight cards contained a p a ir  of a n t i­
te le v is io n  s ta tem en ts , and l6  cards ( t e s t  item s) contained one p ro - 
and one a n t i - te le v is io n  statem ent. The su b jec ts  were asked to  
v e rb a lize  the  one statem ent on each of the 44 cards lAich was c lo se r  
to  th e i r  a t t i tu d e .  The experim enter gave p o s itiv e  v e rb a l re in fo rc e ­
ment ("Good") to  « n  a n t i - te le v is io n  s ta tem en ts , bu t the experim enter 
sa id  nothing i f  the su b jec t chose p ro - te le v is io n  sta tem ents. A ll h igh- 
and low -need-for-approval su b jec ts  were p ro -te le v is io n  in  th e i r  i n i t i a l  
a t t i tu d e s  befo re  ttie experim ental ta sk . Thus su b jec ts  were fo rced  to  
v e rb a liz e , p u b lic ly , in c o n s is te n t a t t i tu d in a l  statem ents under p o s itiv e  
verbal reinforcem ent co nd itions. The r e s u l ts  were in  th e  p red ic ted  
d ire c tio n  th a t  i s ,  low -need-for-approval su b jec ts  chose s ig n if ic a n tly  
fewer counter a t t i tu d in a l  te le v is io n  statem ents than d id  h igh-need-fo r- 
approval su b je c ts . The r e s u l ts  were reconfirm ed in  a 30-day follow -up 
r e t e s t .
Salman (1962) p red ic ted  th a t  persons dependent on approval ^ o  
engage in  ro le  p lay ing  in  th e  p re se n ta tio n  of a persuasive appeal w ill  
demonstrate g re a te r  change in  th e i r  a t t i tu d e s .  This p re d ic tio n  was 
based on th e  assung)tion th a t  approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  w il l  exper­
ience g re a te r  inconsis tency  or c o n f l ic t  over th e i r  pub lic  avowal of a 
b e l ie f  they do no t p r iv a te ly  ho ld . Because of th e i r  d e s ire  to  be favor­
ab ly  evaluated , h igh-need-for-approval su b jec ts  should be more con­
s tra in e d  in  an experim ental s i tu a tio n  and should be le s s  l ik e ly  to  
ra tio n a liz e  th e i r  behavior or to  d ism iss the  experim ental procedure
11
as perso n ally  irre le v a n t»  Thus, a l te rn a te  means of reso lv in g  the 
discrepancy between a p u b lic ly  avowed p o s itio n  and th e i r  p r iv a te  b e l ie f s  
a re  le s s  access ib le  to  them, übey should be then compelled to  be 
co n s is ten t w ith th e  p u b lic  image they have c rea ted .
The e ^ e r im e n ta l design th a t  Salman used provided fo r  th re e  
degrees of p ersonal involvem ent or commitment in  o rder to  a sse ss  the  
ro le s  o f personal commitment and im provisation  in  a t t i tu d e  change.
This was accomplished by th e  follow ing ro le  assignm ents: (1) "communi­
c a to rs ,"  or a c tiv e  p a r t ic ip a n ts ,  làio were req u ired  to  im provise and 
to  d e liv e r  an impronptu argument; (2) " re c e iv e rs ,"  i4io were passive  
re c ip ie n ts  of the communication and tdiose assigned ta sk  was to  evaluate  
th e  communicator’ s " lead ersh ip  a b i l i ty " ;  and (3) "o b se rv e rs ,"  ■vdio 
performed th e  same ev a lu a tiv e  ro le  b u t idio, in  a d d itio n , were separated  
from the o th er su b jec ts  hy a one-way v is io n  m irro r. I t  was p re d ic te d  
th a t  the g re a te s t  a t t i tu d e  change would occur among h ig h -n eed -fo r- 
approval su b jec ts  given th e  ro le  of communicator. Less change was 
p red ic ted  fo r  approval m otivated re c e iv e rs  and l i t t l e  or no change 
among h igh-need-for-approval observers. S ig n if ic a n t a l te r a t io n  of 
a t t i tu d e s  was n o t expected among low -need-for-approval su b je c ts . In  
order to  t e s t  th ese  hypotheses, M-C sc a le  scores were obtained  on the 
su b jec ts  and an ABA a t t i tu d e  change design was used. A ttitu d e s  toward 
personal re v e la tio n  were ob tained  b efo re  and a f t e r  the  experim ental 
ta sk . The r e s u l ts  are  as follows* h igh-need-for-approval communi­
ca to rs  and observers s ig n if ic a n t ly  a l te r e d  th e i r  a t t i tu d e s  in  the  
d ire c tio n  they were req u ired  to  advocate and observe; h igh -n eed -fo r- 
approval rece iv e rs  and low -need-for-approval su b jec ts  in  a l l  th re e
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p o s itio n s  f a i le d  to  dem onstrate evidence o f a t t i tu d e  change.
In  a study on norm atively anchored so c ia l behavior B arthel 
(1963) found th a t  h igh-need-for-approval su b jec ts  a re  more in fluenced  
by c u ltu ra l  standards o f goal and among approval-dependent in d iv id u a ls , 
le v e l  of a s p ira tio n  i s ,  as a r e s u l t ,  more r e s t r i c t e d  and cau tio u s.
I t  may be concluded from th e  preceding rep o rted  s tu d ie s  th a t:
(1) the %-C SDS v a lid ly  tap s  the need fo r  in d iv id u a ls  to  respond in  
c u l tu ra l ly  approved ways; (2) the need -f or-approval v a r ia b le  has proved 
to  be a s ig n if ic a n t p e rso n a lity  c h a ra c te r is t ic  accounting fo r  d i f f e r ­
ences in  v e rb a l co n d itio n in g , conform ity, a t t i tu d e  change, and goal 
s e tt in g .
The previous review of some of the  p e r tin e n t l i t e r a tu r e  on need 
f o r  approval provides a general o r ie n ta tio n , background and a p p lic a tio n  
of the needj-for-approval v a r ia b le  as  measured by th e  14-C SDS. The 
purpose of the  p resen t research  has been to  extend the range of 
a p p lica tio n  of th i s  v a r ia b le  to  an a t t i tu d e  judgmental process to  
determ ine i f  th e re  are  system atic d iffe re n c e s  in  judgments and ’’s h i f t s ” 
in  those judgments by h igh- and low -need-for-approval in d iv id u a ls  as 
measured by th e  Marlowe-Crowne Social D e s ira b il i ty  Scale.
Previous research  on need-for-approval e f fe c ts  has found th a t  
h igh  approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls , as conçared to  low approval-m oti­
vated  in d iv id u a ls , a re  more conforming to  peer and e]q)erimenter 
ex p ec ta tio n s , are  more r e s t r ic te d  and cau tious in  goal s e tt in g  or 
le v e ls  of a s p ir a t io n , and are  more su scep tib le  to  a t t i tu d e  change >hen 
confronted w ith d isc rep an t a t t i tu d in a l  in form ation  (Buckhout, 1965a , 
1965b; Crowne & L iv e ran t, I 963; Salman, 1962; S trick lan d  & Crowne, 1962).
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A lso, research  in  th e  area o f stinralus s itu a tio n s  where th e  in d iv id u a l 
has response freedom has in d ic a te d  th a t  h i ^  approval-m otivated in d iv id ­
u a ls  respond in  p a r t ic u la r  kinds of ways: by being very  c o n s tr ic te d
and guarded in  th e i r  number of responses and by responding to  th e  
obvious stim ulus-anchored c h a ra c te r is t ic s  of the  t e s t s  (B arthe l &
Crowne, 1962; Tutko, 1962), Ihe above kinds o f responses have been 
in te rp re te d  as the way in  which approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  can 
avoid c r i t ic is m , p ro te c t  them selves, and defend th e i r  self-im age.
Therefore, i t  was expected th a t  high approval-m otivated in d iv id ­
u a ls  tak ing  an a t t i tu d e  assessm ent sca le  on a co n tro v e rs ia l issu e  which 
would allow  fo r  response freedom would respond in  a l ik e  manner, i , e , , 
to  be co n s tr ic te d  and guarded in  th e i r  number o f responses. I t  was 
th e re fo re  p red ic ted  th a t  more high approval-m otivated s u b je c ts , as 
conqjared to  low approval-m otivated su b je c ts , would be more non-committal 
on th e  statem ents of an a t t i tu d e  assessm ent sca le .
Previous research  has in d ica ted  th a t  idaile high approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls  a re  guarded, cau tio u s , and r e s t r ic te d  in  th e i r  responses 
to  unknown so c ia l param eter stim ulus s i tu a t io n s ,  they are  a lso  h igh ly  
in fluenced  by peer evaluations and ex p ecta tions. I t  i s  th e re fo re  
reasonable to  expect th a t  high approval-m otivated ind iv idual s would 
become le s s  r e s t r ic te d  and guarded in  th e i r  responses to  stim ulus 
s itu a tio n s  when they  are  made aware of th e i r  peers* evaluations to  
these  stim ulus s itu a t io n s .  I t  was th e re fo re  p red ic ted  th a t  high 
approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls , as compared to  low approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls , would decrease th e i r  non-committal responses to  an 
a t t i tu d e  assessm ent sca le  on i t s  read m in is tra tio n , i f  the  high
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approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  are  inform ed as to  th e  m ajo rity  of peer 
evaluations on the  f i r s t  ad m in istra tio n  o f the a t t i tu d e ;  low approval- 
m otivated in d iv id u a ls  should show no change with re sp e c t to  th ese  
trea tm en t e f fe c ts .
Previous research  has in d ica ted  th a t  high approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls  a re  concerned w ith the  evaluations of o th ers  and w ith 
conforming to  peer judgments. At th e  r is k  of not conforming to  peer 
judgments and being d isfav o rab ly  evaluated, by "wrong" responses, a 
guarded and s e lf -p ro te c t iv e  approach could be achieved by s h if t in g  
o n e 's  a t t i tu d e  to  conform to  the  m ajo rity  of p e e rs ' a t t i tu d e .  I t  was 
th e re fo re  p red ic ted  th a t  high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  would 
change th e i r  accep tab le  a t t i tu d in a l  statem ent on a read m in is tra tio n  
of the  a t t i tu d e  sca le  a f t e r  being confronted with a f i c t i t i o u s  a t t i t u d i ­
n a l statem ent th a t  the  m ajo rity  of th e i r  peers  had supposedly chosen; 
low approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  would no t be a ffe c te d  by these  
trea tm en t e f f e c ts ,  th a t  th e  s h i f t s  o f most accep tab le  p o s itio n  by the  
trea tm en t su b jec ts  would be toward choosing a p o s itio n  >ôiich was more 
congruent w ith the f i c t i t i o u s  trea tm en t statem ent.
CHAPTER n  
MEŒOD
Issu e ; The research  problem req u ired  th a t  a c o n tro v e rs ia l issu e  
be e le c te d , th a t  su b jec ts  be se le c te d  tdiich were high and low on th e  
need f o r  approval m otive, and th a t  subjects*  response on th e  controver­
s i a l  is su e  be a sce rta in e d  before  and a f t e r  th e  ad m in is tra tio n  o f 
trea tm en t e ffec ts*
The issu e  chosen was th e  controversy  over th e  V ie t Nam war. This 
is su e  had been a c e n tra l  one on a co lleg e  can^nis in  fAiieh a la rg e  
number o f studen ts had debated th e  e ff ic a c y  o f th e  V ie t Nam war*
S ub jec ts ; The su b jec ts  co n s is ted  of 28? co lleg e  studen ts  en ro lled  
in  in tro d u c to ry  psychology c la s se s . High- and low -need-for-approval 
su b jec ts  were se le c te d  through ad m in is tra tio n  o f -üie Marlowe-Crowne 
S ocia l D e s ira b il i ty  S ca le . A copy of t h i s  sca le  i s  found in  Appendix 
A. Subjects Tdio made a raw score from 1 to  13 in c lu s iv e  were designated  
as low ^approval-m otivated su b je c ts . Subjects idio made a raw score 
from 15 to  33 in c lu s iv e  were designated  as h igh approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts . This dicotomy was made on the  b a s is  o f a median s p l i t  fo r  
a l l  su b jec ts  tak ing  th e  MC-SDS. The research  o b jec tiv es  a lso  req u ired  
th a t  h igh- and low -need-for-approval su b jec ts  be matched fo r  th e i r  
responses to  the  co n tro v e rs ia l is su e  befo re  and a f t e r  p resc rib ed
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trea tm en t e f f e c ts ,  IM s was accomplished hy adm inistering  an a t t i tu d e  
assessm ent sca le  on th e  c o n tro v e rs ia l is s u e . This sca le  i s  described  
in  th e  M ate ria ls  se c tio n  below,
M ate ria ls : N inety -four re p re se n ta tiv e  statem ents made during the
most recen t months on the  V iet Nam is su e  were drawn from the newspapers, 
and from lead ing  magazine a r t i c l e s ,  Those statem ents were p resen ted  
to  29 judges in  o rder to  secure c le a r ly  d if f e r e n t ia te d  stands on the  
V iet Nam issu e  This so rtin g  included  n ine judges idio were a c tiv e ly  
fo r  tJ, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  the  V ie t Nam war, te n  judges who were a c tiv e ly  
a g a in s t Ü, S, p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  tlie  V ie t Nam war, and te n  judges idio 
had made no p u b lic  s tand  o r statem ent w ith re sp e c t to  th e i r  p o s itio n  
on th e  V ie t Nam con troversy . The follow ing in s tru c tio n s  were read  and 
handed ou t to  each judge to g e th e r w ith a packet of th e  94 statem ents 
on th e  V iet Nam is su e  and n ine 3 x 5  cards on ■vôiich were p r in te d  the 
Roman numerals I  th r o u ^  IX:
You have been given a number o f statem ents expressing 
opinions in  regard  to  the  V ie t Nam war. These statem ents are  
to  be so rted  in to  d i f f e r e n t  p i l e s .
You w il l  f in d  i t  e a s ie r  to  s o r t  them i f  you look over 
a  number of s ta tem en ts , chosen a t  random before you begin  to  
s o r t .
You have a lso  been given n ine cards w ith Roman numerals 
on them: I ,  H ,  H I ,  IV , V, V I, V U , V III , IX. P lease
arrange th ese  befo re  you in  re g u la r  o rder. Under Card I ,  put 
those statem ents tdiich are  most a g a in s t U, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  
in  th e  V iet Nam war. Under Card I I ,  p u t those statem ents 
\diich a re  most fo r  U. S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  the V ie t Nam war.
Under each o f th e  o th er seven ca rd s , between I  and I I ,  pu t 
those statem ents ■sdiich correspond to  th a t  step  in  th e  nine 
p i le s .
This means th a t  idien you a re  through so rtin g  you 
w il l  hava nine p i le s  of statem ents arranged in  o rder from 
I ,  th e  most a g a in s t , to  IX, the  most f o r .
Use your judgment as to  where each statem ent should 
be p laced  in  th e  n ine  p i l e s .  Do no t be concerned about 
the  number of statem ents in  each p i le .
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When you are  through s o r t in g , p lease  pu t a rubber band 
around each of th e  nine p i le s  of s ta tem en ts, p lacing  th e  
numbered card  on top  of each p i l e .
Frequency tab u la tio n s  were made fo r  each of th e  94 statem ents 
w ith re sp ec t to  the  n ine ca teg o ries  th a t  each statem ent was so rted  
in to  by the judges. The 94 statem ents and th e i r  frequency d is t r ib u ­
tio n s  a re  presented  in  Appendix B. Statem ents o f h ig h est frequency 
tab u la tio n  in  each of the  nine ca teg o ries  were withdrawn re su lt in g  in  
a t o t a l  o f 22 statem ents. ïïxese were fu r th e r  reduced to  n ine statem ents 
rep resen tin g  each of th e  nine ca teg o ries  by applying the  follow ing 
procedures: ( l )  d iscard ing  some of th e  statem ents found in  the  same
category which were very  s im ila r  in  th e i r  con ten t as w ell as th e i r  
frequency ta b u la tio n s ; (2) by d iscard ing  some o f the  statem ents found 
in  the  same category idiich d id  not len d  themselves to  th e  co n stru c tio n  
of a more or le s s  symmetrical n in e -p o in t a t t i tu d e  sca le  ranging from 
strong advocacy ag a in s t Ü. S. paz± ic ipa tion  in  the  V ie t Nam war to  
strong advocacy fo r  U. S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  V ie t Nam war; (3) by 
d iscard ing  some of th e  statem ents found in  the  same category  lA ich had 
alm ost id e n tic a l  sca le  values as determ ined by th e  Thurstone and Chave 
(1929) technique.
As a r e s u l t  of the above an a ly s is  a rep re sen ta tiv e  sançle o f 
n ine statem ents was chosen on the p re v a ilin g  stands ranging from 
strong advocacy ag a in s t Ü. S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  V iet Nam war to  
strong advocacy fo r  U. S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  V ie t Nam war. Scale 
values fo r  each of th ese  n ine statem ents were determined by the  Ih u r- 
stone and Chave technique and these  sca le  values d id  no t r e s u l t  in  equal 
in te rv a ls  fo r  the  nine sta tem en ts , th e re fo re  no assumptions were made
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about th e  s iz e  of in te rv a ls  between th e  p o s itio n s  o f th e  n ine statem ents 
in  the  an a ly s is  of th e  d a ta , A copy o f th is  n in e -p o in t a t t i tu d e  sca le  
i s  as fo llow s:
1 , There i s  no conceivable ju s t i f i c a t io n  fo r  Ü, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  
in  the V iet Nam war, and the Ü, S, should withdraw a t  once 
and remain n e u tra l,
2, The Ü, S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  V ie t Nam war i s  an unneces­
sary  waste o f human l i f e ,  and i t  re so lv e s  no in te rn a tio n a l 
problems,
3, The war in  V iet Nam should be stopped, b u t no t i f  i t  w ill  
cause th e  Ü, S, th e  lo s s  of p re s tig e ,
A, M li ta r y  a c tio n  i s  necessary  to  d e fe a t th e  enemy in  V iet
Nam, however, th e  prime is su e s  are  p o l i t i c a l ,
5» A c a te g o ric a l re je c tio n  of the  V iet Nam war i s  a d i f f i c u l t
dec is ion  to  make.
6, Eie d e s irab le  r e s u l ts  o f Ü, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  V iet 
Nam war have no t received  th e  a t te n t io n  they deserve ,
7, In  supporting the long range cold war e f fo r ts  th e  V iet 
Nam war rep re sen ts  an in ç o r ta n t  re s is ta n c e ,
8 , The war in  V iet Nam i s  a s a tis fa c to ry  way to  solve the 
p resen t in te rn a tio n a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,
9 , The V ie t Nam war should be e sc a la ted  to  th e  p o in t ■sdiere 
the  U, S, fo rces  Bed China in to  an a l l  out n u c lea r war.
A q u estionnaire  was devised  as a secondary check on th e  subjects* 
stands. I t  re g ie s te d  th e  su b jec ts  to :  ( l )  l i s t  in  o rder o f ing)ortance
the  th ree  most im portant is su e s  fac ing  th e  Ü, S, today; (2) in d ic a te  
th e i r  s tand  on th e  V iet Nam issu e  by marking th e  app rop ria te  p o s itio n  
on a n ine-cen tim eter l i n e ,  0 ,0  being th e  most fo r  and 9*0 being most 
a g a in s t the  V ie t Nam war; (3) w rite  a one-sentence statem ent of th e i r  
stand . Subjects* responses to  th e  q u estio n n a ire  a re  p resen ted  in  the  
R esults ch ap te r.
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Procedure: 'Qie Marlowe-Crovne S ocia l D e s ira b il i ty  Scale vas
adm inistered  to  28? in tro d u c to ry  psychology s tu d en ts . A number of 
"b u ffe r t e s t s "  vere subsequently adm inistered  during th e  th re e  to  four 
veek in te rv a l  before th e  a t t i tu d e  sc a le  vas g iven . This vas done to  
in su re  th a t  no a sso c ia tio n s  vere made between the  M-G SDS and th e  
a t t i tu d e  sca le . These "b u ffe r  t e s t s "  c o n sis ted  o f re a c tio n  tim e, 
b rig h tn ess  d isc rim in a tio n , and gram m aticality  " t e s t s ,"  The su b jec ts  
were then adm inistered th e  n in e -p o in t a t t i tu d e  sca le  on th e  V ie t Nam 
is s u e ,  and th e  q u es tio n n a ire . Ihe complete s e t  o f n ine statem ents was 
copied on sheets  w ith  in s tru c t io n s  and given to  the  su b je c ts . The 
in s tru c t io n s  vere read  to  the  su b jec ts  and a re  as fo llow s:
Belov a re  some statem ents re c e n tly  made concerning the  
V ie t Nam issu e .
P lease read  a l l  o f  th e  statem ents c a re fu lly  f i r s t  before 
making any marks on th i s  page.
1 . Now th a t  you have c a re fu lly  read  a l l  th e  sta tem en ts , 
u n d erlin e  the one statem ent th a t  comes c lo s e s t  to  your own 
p o in t of view on the  to p ic ,
2, There may be o ther statem ent o r statem ents which you 
f in d  no t ob jec tio n ab le  from your p o in t o f view. Put a 
c i r c le  around th e  l e t t e r  in  f ro n t  o f such a statem ent or 
statem ents idiich a re  no t o b jec tio n ab le  to  you.
3* Now cro ss  out th a t  one statem ent idiich i s  most 
ob jec tionab le  from your p o in t of view.
4, There may be o th er statem ent or statem ents idiich 
you f in d  o b jec tionab le  from your p o in t o f view. Cross 
ou t th e  l e t t e r  in  f ro n t  o f such a statem ent or statem ents 
Tdiich are  o b jec tio n ab le  to  you.
I t  w il l  be recognized th a t  th ese  in s tru c tio n s  are  very  s im ila r  to  
those used by Hovland, Harvey, and S h e rif  (1957)» They d i r e c t  the  
su b jec t to  respond maximally to  only two s ta tem en ts , i . e . ,  to  choose 
th a t  one statem ent which they agree w ith th e  m ost, and to  choose 
th a t  one statem ent which they  d isag ree  w ith th e  most. The remainder 
o f th e  in s tru c tio n s  gives the su b jec t considerab le  la t i tu d e  as  to
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A e th e r  th e  su b jec t tdJLl choose to  accep t, r e j e c t ,  o r remain non-commit­
t a l  on th e  o ther sta tem ents.
A fte r  the  su b jec ts  had completed th e  a t t i tu d e  sca le  they  were 
given th e  q u es tio n n a ire . The in s tru c tio n s  on the  questionnaire  read 
as  fo llow s:
Some a d d itio n a l inform ation w ill  be needed to  a id  in  
determ ining th e  r e s u l ts  o f th i s  stu<fy. Your cooperation in  
f i l l i n g  ou t the  form below w il l  be apprec ia ted .
The above in s tru c t io n s  were a lso  read  aloud to  th e  su b jec ts  before they  
f i l l e d  i t  o u t, A copy of the  q u estio n n a ire  i s  found in  Appendix C,
A fte r th e  q u estio n n a ires  had been completed they were gathered  up 
and the  re g u la r  c la s s  procedure was c a rr ie d  ou t.
The a t t i tu d e  sca le  was subsequently readm in istered  to  the  su b jec ts  
two days l a t e r .  Before the read m in is tra tio n  of th e  a t t i tu d e  scale  an 
an a ly s is  of th e  f i r s t  a t t i tu d e  sca le  had been completed. The purpose 
of th i s  an a ly s is  was to  determine th e  modal frequency(s) w ith re sp ec t 
to  idiich statem ents on the  a t t i tu d e  sca le  were most accep tab le  fo r  the 
su b je c ts . I t  was found th a t  statem ent 4  was chosen as the  most acceptable 
p o s itio n  hy 24,75^ of the  su b jec ts ; statem ent 2 was chosen as the most 
accep tab le  p o s itio n  by I? ,? #  of th e  su b jec ts ; statem ent 7 was chosen 
as th e  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  by 17,0^ o f th e  su b jec ts . The data  
from which th ese  r e s u l ts  were drawn i s  found in  Appendix D, Treatment 
ap p lic a tio n s  were app lied  to  th re e  groups of su b jec ts ; a fo u rth  
group of su b jec ts  received  no treatm en t ap p lica tio n s  and served as 
the  co n tro l group. These groups co n s is ted  of sub jec ts  who were in  
fo u r d i f f e r e n t  in tro d u c to ry  psychology c la s se s , The trea tm en t ap p lica ­
tio n s  co n s is ted  of th e  fo llo w in g :
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To one e i^erim en tal group of su b jec ts  (N = 46) th e  follow ing 
announcement was made before the  read m in is tra tio n  of th e  a t t i tu d e  
sca le :
You w ill  remember th a t  during the l a s t  c la s s  period  
you p a r t ic ip a te d  in  a study concerned w ith the  V ie t Nam 
is s u e . U nfortunately  i t  w i l l  be necessary  to  perform 
th is  stuc^ again  as the conçutor chewed up many o f the  
IBM cards on which your answers had been tra n sc rib ed .
However, you may be in te re s te d  in  knowing th a t  befo re  
the con^utor broke down one r e s u l t  had been ob tained .
The la r g e s t  m ajo rity  o f you checked statem ent 4 as being 
the  most acceptable sta tem ent. (This d ig i t  was w ritten  
on the  b lackboard.) Also most o f you had w ritte n  s im ila r  
statem ents expressing your stand  on the  V iet Nam is su e .
For example, some of these  statem ents were: (fo u r  s tuden t
statem ents were r e la te d  to  the  c la s s ; th ese  statem ents were 
drawn from the  q u estio n n a ires  fo r  four s tuden ts tdio had 
checked p o s itio n  4  as the  most acceptable  p o s itio n  on the  
f i r s t  ad m in istra tio n  of th e  a t t i tu d e  sca le ; th e  a t t i tu d e  
sca le  was handed out and th e  d ire c tio n s  were read  again to  
the  s tu d e n ts .)
To another experim ental group o f su b jec ts  (N = 63) the  same 
announcement was made befo re  the  read m in is tra tio n  of th e  a t t i tu d e  s c a le , 
except th a t  they were to ld ,  "the l a r g e s t  m ajo rity  of you checked 
statem ent 2 as being the  most accep tab le  s ta tem en t."  Also four w ritte n  
statem ents îdaich were congruent w ith statem ent 2 were s ta te d  to  those 
su b jec ts .
To another experim ental group of su b jec ts  (N = 77) th e  same 
announcement was made before the  read m in is tra tio n  of th e  a t t i tu d e  s c a le , 
except they were to ld ,  " the  la r g e s t  m ajo rity  o f you checked statem ent 
7 as being th e  most acceptable s ta tem en t."  Also four w r itte n  statem ents 
which were congruent w ith statem ent 7 were s ta te d  to  th ese  su b jec ts .
To the  co n tro l group of su b jec ts  (N = 101) th e  same announcement 
was made except th a t  nothing was sa id  concerning >Aiich statem ent was
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the  most popular. They were only to ld  th a t  the study would have to  
be done again  since th e  computer had "chewed up" th e  IBM cards.
CHATTER I I I  
RESULTS
Analyses of th e  r e s u l ts  o f th i s  experiment have involved th e  use 
of nonparam etric s t a t i s t i c s ,  due mainly to  th e  d is c re te  n a tu re  of th e  
d a ta . The comparisons to  be made c o n s is t  o f  th re e  types: e i th e r
between e^qjerimential and c o n tro l groups, o r between h igh- and low-need- 
fo r-approva l su b jec ts  in  th e  experim ental and co n tro l groups, or 
between d if f e r e n t  measures on th e  same group.
The su b jec ts  fo r  th i.s  experim ent were drawn from a popu la tion  of 
526 in tro d u c to ry  psychology s tu d en ts . They were adm inistered  th e  
Marlowe-Crowne S ocia l D e s ira b il i ty  S ca le , and the r e s u l ts  a re  as 
fo llow s. The range of raw scores on th i s  sca le  was from 1 to  28, w ith 
a median value of 14 .4^0 , a mean value of 14.256, and a standard  devia­
t io n  value of 4 . 830. Of those 526 s u b je c ts , 287 conçleted  a l l  o f the 
remaining experim ental ta sk s . Hie r e s u l ts  o f th i s  experim ent were 
compiled from th ese  28? su b je c ts . The range o f  raw scores fo r  these  
su b jec ts  on th e  Marlowe-Crowne S ocia l D e s ira b il i ty  Scale was from 1 
to  28, w ith a median value of 13*763» a  mean value of 13* 898, and a 
standard  dev ia tio n  value o f 5*724. These values were ob tained  a f t e r  
d iscard ing  the  su b jec ts  who had a raw score o f 14, in  accordance w ith 
the  method pu t fo r th  in  Chapter I I  fo r  d iv id in g  th e  t o t a l  su b jec ts  in to
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two groups, h igh and low.
The 101 co n tro l group su b jec ts  co n s is ted  of 50 low approval- 
m otivated su b je c ts , i . e . ,  a raw score on th e  M-C SDS from 1 to  13; and 
51 h igh approval-m otivated su b je c ts , i . e . ,  a raw score on the  M-C SDS 
from 15 to  33* The range of raw scores on th e  co n tro l group was from 
2 to  26 , w ith  a median value of I 5. 250, a mean value o f 14.138, and a 
standard  d e v ia tio n  value of 5»6o4.
The 186 su b jec ts  in  the e2q)erim ental groups co n sis ted  of 99 low 
approval-m otivated su b je c ts , and 8? h i ^  approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
The range of raw scores fo r  th e  experim ental was from 1 to  28, w ith a 
median value of I 3 . 625 , a mean value o f 13.768, and a standard d ev ia tio n  
value of 5*784.
Table 1 p re se n ts  in  summary form the  inform ation derived  from 
th e  q u estionnaire  adm inistered to  each su b jec t follow ing th e  f i r s t  
ad m in is tra tio n  o f the  a t t i tu d e  sca le . I t  shows th e  s im ila r i ty  between 
high and low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  in  a reas  of p o te n tia l  impor­
tance which were no t s tud ied  d i r e c t ly ,  such as age, sex, and education. 
For exançle , 72^ o f th e  low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  ra te d  the 
V iet Nam issu e  as  the  most ic ^ o r ta n t fac in g  th e  United S ta te s , and 
82^ of th e  high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  ra te d  th e  V iet Nam issu e  
as f i r s t  in  im portance.
The p red ic tio n s  d iscussed  in  Chapter I  and th e i r  s t a t i s t i c a l  
t e s t s  w il l  be d e a l t  w ith  here in  re sp ec tiv e  o rder.
1 . High approval-m otivated su b jec ts  remain non-committal on 
more statem ents on the f i r s t  ad m in istra tio n  of the  a t t i tu d e  
sca le  than low approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
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Table 1
R esults of Q uestionnaire fo r  High and Low Approval- 
M otivated Subjects
Items
High
approval
Low
approval
I . L is ted  p o s itio n  on 
V ie t Nam war (#) 
F i r s t 82 72
Second 16 21
Third 2 7
n . Sex (S) 
Mhle 37 43
Female 64 57
m . Mean age (years) 18.43 18.54
IV. Mean years of schooling 13.81 13.76
V. Mean scale  value (cm) 5.01 4.14
A ch i-square t e s t  was performed on th e  number of statem ents 
n e ith e r  accepted nor re je c te d  on th e  f i r s t  ad m in istra tio n  of th e  a t t i ­
tude sca le  by th e  h igh  and low approval=m otivated su b je c ts . 2h is was 
performed by sep ara tin g  th e  number of un labeled  statem ents in to  two 
groups; sub jec ts  remaining non-committal on zero statem ents and 
sub jec ts  remaining non-committal on one or more s ta tem en ts , then c a s tin g  
the  frequencies in to  a 2 x  2 contingency ta b le  to  be compared ag a in s t 
the high and low approval-m otivated su b je c ts . Table 2 p resen ts  the 
re s u l ts  of th i s  t e s t ,  while the raw data  from ^Aiich i t  was derived are  
presen ted  in  Appendix E.
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Table 2
Number o f High and Low Approval-M otivated Subjects Who Remain 
Non-Committal on Zero or One o r More Statem ents fo r  the 
F i r s t  A ttitu d e  Scale A dm inistration
Number o f High Low
statem ents approval approval N
Zero 51 90 141
1 o r more 87 59 146
N 138 149 287
= 14.802
p <  .001
The ch i-square  value  re s u lt in g  from t h i s  t e s t  shows th a t  the  
d iffe ren ce s  are  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  beyond the  .001 le v e l  fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  
th a t  a s ig n if ic a n tly  g re a te r  number of high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  
are  non-committal on one or more s ta tem en ts , while a s ig n if ic a n tly  
g re a te r  number o f low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a re  non-committal on 
zero s ta tem en ts , in  support o f th e  p re d ic tio n .
Chi-square 2 x 2  contingency t e s t s  were a lso  performed on the  
number o f sta tem ents n e ith e r  accepted nor re je c te d  on th e  f i r s t  admin­
i s t r a t io n  of th e  a t t i tu d e  sc a le  fo r  h igh  and low approval-m otivated 
co n tro l and experim ental su b je c ts . These t e s t s  were performed by 
sep ara tin g  th e  number of un labeled  statem ents in to  two groups, su b jec ts  
remaining non-committal on zero statem ents and su b jec ts  remaining 
non-committal on one o r more s ta tem en ts , then  cas tin g  the  frequencies
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in to  a 2 X 2 contingency ta b le  to  be con^ared ag a in s t the  high  and low 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts . This was done fo r  the co n tro l and the  
experim ental su b jec ts .
The ch i-square  value re s u l t in g  from the  t e s t  fo r  the  co n tro l 
su b jec ts  was 7*228 which i s  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  beyond the  ,01 le v e l  fo r  1 
d f . These r e s u l t s  in d ic a te  th a t  a s ig n if ic a n tiy  g re a te r  number of 
co n tro l h igh approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a re  non-committal on one or 
more s ta tem en ts, w hile a s ig n if ic a n tly  g re a te r  number of co n tro l low 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a re  non-committal on zero sta tem ents, 
again in  support of the  p re d ic tio n .
The ch i-square  value re su lt in g  from the t e s t  f o r  the  experim ental 
su b jec ts  was 6,900 which i s  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  beyond th e  ,01 le v e l  fo r 
1 Ihese r e s u l t s  in d ic a te  t h a t  a s ig n if ic a n tly  g re a te r  number of 
expeirimental high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a re  non-committal on one 
or more s ta tem en ts , while a s ig n if ic a n tly  g re a te r  number of experim ental 
low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a re  non-committal on zero sta tem ents, 
again in  support o f th e  p re d ic tio n ,
2 , High approval-m otivated trea tm en t su b je c ts , as compared to  
low approval-m otivated treatm ent su b jec ts  and high approval- 
m otivated  co n tro l su b je c ts , w il l  s ig n if ic a n tly  decrease 
t h e i r  reg ions of non-commitment on th e  second ad m in istra tio n  
o f th e  a t t i tu d e  sca le ; th e re  w il l  be no cbtfferences in  the 
regions of non-commitment fo r  the low approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  in  the  trea tm en t and co n tro l groups.
Table 3 p resen ts  th e  r e s u l ts  of th e  second ad m in is tra tio n  of the 
a t t i tu d e  sca le  wdth re sp e c t to  whether th e  su b jec ts  in c reased , decreased.
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Table 3
R esults of th e  Second A dm inistration of the  A ttitu d e  Scale fo r  
Low and High Approval-M otivated Subjects in  the Treatment 
and Control Groups w ith Respect to  the  
Region of Non-Commitment
Decrease Increase Change No change
Control
Low 8
(16, 0$)
8
(16,0$)
16
( 32. 0$)
34
(68,0$)
50
High 10
(19.6$)
11
(21,5$)
21
(41.1$)
30 ^ 
(58,8$)
51
I 18
(17.8$)
19 ^ 
(18,8$)
37
(36.6$)
64
(63.3$)
101
Trea-tment
Low 17
(17.1$)
13 ^ 
(13.1$)
30 ^ 
(30.3$) (69.6$)
99
High 24
(27.5$)
16
(18.4$)
ko
(45.9$)
47 ^ 
(54.0$)
87
N 41
(22,0$)
29
(15.6$)
70
(37.6$)
116
(62,3$)
186
or remained the same in  th e i r  reg ions o f non-commitment, Tie raw data  
from -which -these r e s u l ts  were derived  a re  p resen ted  in  Appendix E.
The an a ly s is  of these  r e s u l ts  were of two ty p es. F i r s t  of a l l ,  
the r e s u l ts  were analyzed wi-th re sp ec t to  a decrease in  the  region of 
non-commitment. Secondly, "the r e s u l ts  were analyzed -wi-th re sp ec t to  
a change in  th e  region of non-commitment, ir re s p e c tiv e  of the  d ire c tio n . 
These r e s u l ts  w ill  be d iscussed  in  re sp ec tiv e  o rder,
VB.-th referen ce  to  -table 3 i t  i s  n o ticed  th a t  27,5^ of "the trea tm en t
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high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  decreased th e i r  region o f non-commitment 
as compared to  17. 1^  of th e  trea tm en t low approval-m otivated  su b je c ts , 
19 . 6^ of th e  co n tro l high approval-m otivated su b je c ts , and 16, of 
the  co n tro l low approval-m otivated su b je c ts .
I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  more high approval-m otivated treatm en t 
su b jec ts  would decrease th e i r  regions of non-commitment as compared to  
th e  low approval-m otivated trea tm en t su b je c ts . % th  re fe ren ce  to  ta b le  
3 i t  w i l l  be observed th a t  27. 55^  o f  the  trea tm en t high approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  decreased th e i r  region of non-commitment w hile only 17.1^ 
o f the  trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  decreased th e i r  
region of non-commitment. A ch i-square  t e s t  was performed between th e  
low and h igh approval-m otivated trea tm en t su b jec ts  w ith re sp e c t to  the 
number of in d iv id u a ls  ■*dio decreased th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment.
This was performed by separating  th e  trea tm en t su b jec ts  in to  two groups, 
su b jec ts  Tho decreased th e i r  regions o f non-commitment and sub jec ts  
■ràio increased  or remained th e  same on th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment. 
These frequencies  were then c a s t  in to  a 2 x  2 contingency ta b le  to  be 
CQDçared a g a in s t th e  high and low approval-m otivated dimension. The 
ch i-square value re s u lt in g  from th i s  t e s t  was 2.348 ■«hich i s  between 
the  .10 and .05 le v e ls  of confidence f o r  1 ^  f o r  a 1 - t a i l  t e s t .  This 
le v e l  o f confidence i s  n o t accep tab le  and th e  p re d ic tio n  i s  no t 
supported, however, th e  r e s u l t  tre n d  i s  c e r ta in ly  in  th e  p red ic ted  
d ire c tio n .
I t  was a lso  p re d ic te d  th a t  more high approval-m otivated trea tm en t 
su b jec ts  would decrease th e i r  reg ions o f non-commitment as compared to  
high approval-m otivated co n tro l su b je c ts . VB.th re fe ren ce  to  ta b le  3
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i t  t d l l  be observed th e  27*35^  o f th e  trea tm en t h i ^  approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  decreased th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment while only 19 .6^ of 
the  co n tro l h i ^  approval-m otivated su b jec ts  decreased th e i r  reg ion  of 
non-commitment, A ch i-square  t e s t  was performed between th e  trea tm en t 
and co n tro l high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith re sp e c t to  th e  number 
of su b jec ts  who decreased th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment. This was 
performed by sep ara tin g  th e  high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  in to  two 
groups, su b jec ts  who decreased th e i r  reg ions of non-commitment and 
su b jec ts  Tfho in c reased  o r remained the  same on th e i r  reg ion  of non­
commitment, These frequencies were then c a s t  in to  a 2 x  2 contingency 
ta b le  to  be compared a g a in s t th e  trea tm en t and con tro l dimension. Table 
4 p resen ts  the r e s u l ts  of th i s  t e s t .
Table 4
Number o f Control and Treatment High Approval-M otivated 
Subjects %ho Decreased, Increased  o r Remained the 
Same on Their Region of Non-Commitment on 
th e  Second A dm inistration  of the 
A ttitu d e  Scale
High-approval
su b jec ts Decrease Other N
Control 10 41 51
Treatment 24 63 87
I 34 
= 0,714 
P >  .05
99 186
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The ch i-square  value re su lt in g  from th i s  t e s t  was 0.714 idiich 
i s  no t s ig n if ic a n t a t  the  .05  le v e l  o f confidence fo r  1 in d ica tin g  
th a t  th e  trea tm en t high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  do not s ig n if ic a n tly  
decrease th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment idien con^ared to  th e  co n tro l 
high approval-m otivated su b jec ts ; th i s  r e s u l t  i s  non-supportive of the 
p re d ic tio n .
I t  was a lso  p red ic te d  th a t  th ere  would be no s ig n if ic a n t  decrease 
in  the region of non-commitment f o r  th e  trea tm en t low approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  as compared to  th e  co n tro l low approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
Table 3 shows th a t  17»1/^ o f the treatm ent low approval-m otivated sub jec ts 
decreased th e i r  region of non-commitment as compared to  l6 ,0 ^  of the  
co n tro l low approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
A ch i-square  t e s t  was performed between the trea tm en t and con tro l 
low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith re sp ec t to  the number of sub jec ts  
Tdio decreased th e i r  region of non-commitment. This was performed by 
separa ting  the  high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  in to  two groups, 
su b jec ts  who decreased th e i r  reg ions o f non-commitment and sub jec ts  
who increased  or remained the same on th e i r  region o f  non-commitment. 
These frequencies were then c a s t  in to  a 2 x  2 contingency ta b le  to  be 
cmnpared ag a in s t th e  trea tm en t and co n tro l dimension. Table 5 p resen ts  
the  r e s u l ts  of th i s  t e s t .
The ch i-square  value re su lt in g  from th i s  t e s t  was .002 which 
i s  no t s ig n if ic a n t a t  th e  ,05  le v e l  of confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  
th a t  th e  trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  do no t s ig n if ic a n tly  
decrease th e i r  region o f non-commitment idien compared to  th e  co n tro l 
low approval-m otivated su b je c ts , in  support o f the p re d ic tio n .
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Table 5
Number o f Control and Treatment Low Approval-M otivated Subjects 
Mio Decreased) Increased  or Remained th e  Same on Their 
Region o f Non-Commitment on the  Second A dm inistration 
of the A ttitu d e  Scale
Low approval
su b jec ts Decrease Other I
Control 8 42 50
Treatment 17 82 99
N 25 124 149
=  0.002  
p >  .05
The r e s u l ts  in  ta b le  3 were nex t analyzed w ith re sp ec t to  a 
change in  th e  reg ion  of non-commitment i r re s p e c tiv e  of d ire c tio n . These 
r e s u l ts  a re  as fo llow s:
A ch i-square  t e s t  was performed between th e  trea tm en t high and 
low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith re sp e c t to  th e  number of in d iv id u a ls  
who changed th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment. This was performed by 
separating  th e  trea tm en t sub jec ts  in to  two groups> su b jec ts  changing 
th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment and su b jec ts  n o t changing th e i r  region 
of non-commitment) then  cas tin g  the  frequencies in to  a 2 x  2 contingency 
ta b le  to  be compared a g a in s t the  high and low approval-m otivated dimen­
sion . Table 6 p re sen ts  the  r e s u l ts  o f th i s  t e s t .
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Table 6
Number of Treatment High and Low Approval-M otivated S ubjects Wio 
Changed o r Did Not Change Their Region o f Non-Commitment
Region of non-commitment
High
approval
Low
approval N
No change 47 69 116
Change 40 30 70
N 87 99 186
= 4.20 
P .05
The ch i-square  value r e s u l t in g  from th is  t e s t  was 4.20 idiich i s  
s ig n if ic a n t a t  th e  .05 le v e l  of confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  th a t  
more trea tm en t high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  changed th e i r  reg ion  of 
non-commitment than trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b je c ts . Refer­
ence to  ta b le  3 shows th a t  45.9# of th e  trea tm en t h igh  approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  changed th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment as compared to  30. 3# 
of the  trea tm en t low approval-m otivated  su b je c ts . C aution, however, 
needs to  be used in  the  in te rp r e ta t io n  of th is  r e s u l t  as o th e r r e s u l ts  
need to  be taken in to  co n s id e ra tio n .
For in s ta n c e , ta b le  3 shows th a t  id iile  45.9# o f th e  trea tm en t 
high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  changed th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment, 
41.1# of the  co n tro l high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a lso  changed 
th e i r  region of non-commitment. A ch i-square  2 x 2  contingency t e s t  
was performed between th ese  two groups of su b jec ts  w ith  re sp e c t to
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a change or no change in  th e  reg ion  o f non-commitment and a value  of 
0.137 was obtained tdiich i s  n o t s ig n if ic a n t  a t  the  .05  le v e l  o f co n fi­
dence f o r  1 This r e s u l t  •was in te rp re te d  as in d ic a tin g  th a t  the 
trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n s  had no s ig n if ic a n t  e f f e c t  on th e  trea tm en t high 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  as compared to  th e  co n tro l high approval- 
m otivated su b jec ts  w ith  re sp ec t to  a change in  the region of non-commit­
ment i r re s p e c tiv e  o f d ire c tio n .
F arth e r re fe ren ce  to  ta b le  3 a lso  shows th a t  32$ of th e  co n tro l 
low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  changed th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment 
as compared to  41.1$ o f the  c o n tro l h igh approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
A ch i-square  2 x 2  contingency t e s t  was performed between th ese  two 
groups and a value o f .563 was found which i s  no t s ig n if ic a n t  a t  th e  
.05  le v e l  o f confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  th a t  th e re  was no d i f f e r ­
ence between th e  c o n tro l h i ^  and low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith  
re sp ec t to  a change in  the  region  of non-commitment. Table 3 a lso  
shows th a t  th e re  i s  no d iffe ren ce  between th e  co n tro l and trea tm en t 
low approval-m otivated sub jec ts  w ith  re sp e c t to  a change in  th e  reg ion  
of non-commitment, i . e . ,  32. 0$ of th e  c o n tro l low approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  changed th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment and 30. 3$ of the  t r e a t ­
ment low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  changed th e i r  reg ion  of non-commit­
ment.
When a l l  th e  above r e s u l ts  were taken in to  con sid e ra tio n  i t  was 
in te rp re te d  th a t  th e  trea tm en t ap p lic a tio n  had the e f fe c t  o f  causing 
fewer trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  ( 30. 3$) to  change th e i r
region of non-commitment as compared to  32. 0$ of the c o n tro l low 
approval-m otivated su b je c ts , and of causing more treatm en t high
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approval-m otivated su b jec ts  (^5*9?^) to  change th e i r  region of non-com­
mitment as compared to  41.19& of the  co n tro l high approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts . In  o ther words, the treatm ent ap p lica tio n s  appeared to  
operate on both the  treatm ent low and high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  
to  r e s u l t  in  a s ig n if ic a n t d iffe ren ce  between these  two groups with 
re sp ec t to  a change in  the region  of non-commitment, however, th ere  was 
no s ig n if ic a n t trea tm en t e f fe c t  on the treatm ent high approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  as conçared to  th e  co n tro l high approval-m otivated su b je c ts .
3. High approval-m otivated treatm ent sub jec ts  w ill  have more 
s h if ts  on th e i r  most acceptable p o s itio n  as conçared to  
high approval-m otivated co n tro l su b jec ts  and low approval- 
m otivated trea tm en t su b jec ts ; th e re  w ill  be no d iffe ren ce  
in  s h i f t  of the most acceptable p o s itio n  between co n tro l 
and trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b jec ts ; th e  d ire c ­
t io n  of s h i f t  fo r  treatm ent sub jec ts  w ill be toward choosing
a statem ent more congruent w ith th e  treatm ent ap p lic a tio n s .
Table 7 p resen ts  the  r e s u l ts  of the  second ad m in istra tio n  of the 
a t t i tu d e  sca le  w ith req>ect to  whether the su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most 
acceptable p o s itio n , th e  d ire c tio n  of th is  s h i f t ,  and whether sub jec ts 
d id  no t s h i f t  th e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n . The raw data  from 
\diich these  r e s u l ts  were derived  are  p resen ted  in  Appendix F.
I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  trea tm en t high approval-m otivated sub jec ts  
would s h i f t  th e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  more than co n tro l high 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts . Table ? shows th a t  36.7^ of th e  treatm ent 
h igh approval-m otivated su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most acceptable p o s itio n
as compared to  21.5$^ of the co n tro l h ig^ approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
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Table 7
Nimber of High and Low Approval-M otivated In d iv id u a ls  Who S h ifted  
and the  D irection  o f S h if t  o f Their Most Acceptable P o sitio n  
on the  Second A dm inistration of the  A ttitu d e  Scale
S h if t (Toward) (Away) No s h if t N
Treatment
Low 38
(38,3^)
26
(68,4#)
12
( 31. 5#)
61
(61,6#)
99
High 32 ^
(36,7#)
26
(81,2#)
6
(18.7#) (63. 2#)
87
I 70
(37.6#)
52
(74, 2#)
18
( 25. 7#)
116
(62.3#)
186
Control
Low 15
(30.0#)
35
( 70. 0#)
50
High 11
(21. 5#)
40
(78,4#)
51
N 26
(25. 7#)
75 ^ 
(74. 2#)
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A ch i-square 2 x 2  contingency t e s t  was performed between the treatm ent 
and co n tro l high approval-m otivated sub jec ts  w ith re sp ec t to  a s h i f t  
or no s h i f t  in  th e i r  most acceptable p o s itio n . A ch i-square  value of 
2,796 was obtained  which i s  s ig n if ic a n t a t  th e  ,05  le v e l  o f confidence 
fo r  1 ^  fo r  a 1 - t a i l  t e s t ,  in d ica tin g  th a t  more treatm ent high 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most acceptable p o s itio n  as 
compared to  the  co n tro l high approval-m otivated su b jec ts . This r e s u l t  
in d ic a te s  th a t  high approval-m otivated treatm ent sub jec ts  were e ffec ted  
by the treatm ent a p p lic a tio n s .
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I t  was p red ic ted  t h a t  more high approval-m otivated treatm en t 
su b jec ts  would s h i f t  t h e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  as compared to  the  
low approval-m otivated treatm ent su b je c ts . Table 7 shows th a t  only 
36.7/^ o f th e  trea tm en t high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  
most accep tab le  p o s itio n  as eonçared to  38.3/^ of the trea tm en t low 
approval-m otivated su b je c ts . The p re d ic tio n  was th e re fo re  n o t supported 
and th e  negative r e s u l t  was due to  the  unexpected s h i f t  by low approval- 
m otivated su b jec ts . However, th i s  s h i f t  o f most accep tab le  p o s itio n  
in  the  trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  was no t the r e s u l t  of 
treatm ent e f fe c ts  as i s  revealed  by th e  fo llow ing conqparison.
I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  low approval-m otivated trea tm en t su b jec ts  
would no t s h i f t  th e i r  most acceptable p o s itio n  as a r e s u l t  o f trea tm en t 
e f f e c ts .  VH.th referen ce  to  ta b le  7 i t  i s  n o ticed  th a t  38.3^ of the 
trea tm en t low ap p ro v a l-ac tiv a ted  su b jec ts  sh if te d  th e i r  most acceptable 
p o s itio n  as con^ared to  3 0 of th e  co n tro l low approval-m otivated 
su b je c ts . A ch i-square  2 x 2  contingency t e s t  was performed between 
the  treatm ent and co n tro l low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith resp ec t 
to  a s h i f t  o r no s h i f t  in  th e  most accep tab le  p o s itio n . A ch i-square 
value of 0,685 was obtained  \diich i s  n o t s ig n if ic a n t a t  the .05  le v e l 
of confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  th a t  th e re  i s  no d iffe re n c e  between 
the  treatm ent and co n tro l low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith resp ec t 
to  a s h i f t  in  most accep tab le  p o s it io n . This r e s u l t  supports the 
p red ic tio n  th a t  low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  were n o t e ffe c ted  ty  
the  trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n s .
I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  the d ire c tio n  of s h i f t  o f th e  most acceptable 
p o s itio n  fo r  the  trea tm en t su b jec ts  would be toward choosing a statem ent
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more congruent w ith the  trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n s . Each treatm ent group,
2 , i}-, and 7» was th e re fo re  analyzed w ith  re sp e c t to  the  d ire c tio n  of 
s h i f t  of most accep tab le  p o s itio n  and compared ag a in s t the  co n tro l 
su b jec ts . For each trea tm en t group, th e  co n tro l group subjects* s h if ts  
were analyzed w ith re sp e c t to  whether they  were toward or away from 
the re sp ec tiv e  sca le  p o s itio n  re in fo rced  in  th e  trea tm en t groups.
The s h i f t s ,  toward or away, in  th e  co n tro l group were transform ed in to  
percentages and subsequently used as th e  expected frequencies to  be 
conçared ag a in s t the  observed frequencies in  each of th e  experim ental 
groups.
For trea tm en t group 2 , 35 su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most acceptable 
p o s itio n , 24 s h if te d  toward the  trea tm en t e f f e c t  and 11 s h if te d  away 
from the  trea tm en t e f f e c t .  VIhen the  c o n tro l su b je c ts , who s h if te d  th e i r  
most accep tab le  p o s it io n , were analyzed w ith  re sp ec t to  th is  trea tm en t, 
50/è s h if te d  toward and 50^ s h if te d  away. The expected frequencies 
fo r  th is  trea tm en t group were th e re fo re  17 .5  and 17.5* A ch i-square 
an a ly s is  r e s u l t s  in  a value of 4.828 and i s  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  th e  .05 
le v e l  of confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  th a t  more su b jec ts  in  treatm ent 
2 s h i f t  toward th e  treatm en t a p p lic a tio n s  than s h i f t  away from the 
trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n s , in  support o f th e  p re d ic tio n .
For trea tm en t group 4 , 14 su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most acceptable 
p o s it io n , 11 s h if te d  toward the  trea tm en t e f fe c t  and 3 s h if te d  away 
from the  trea tm en t e f f e c t .  When th e  c o n tro l su b je c ts , who sh if te d  
th e i r  most acceptable p o s it io n , were analyzed w ith re sp ec t to  th is  
trea tm en t, 46.1^ s h if te d  toward and 53*8/^ s h if te d  away. The expected 
frequencies fo r  th i s  trea tm en t group were th e re fo re  6.45 and 7*53* A
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ch i-square an a ly s is  r e s u l t s  in  a  value of 5*92 and i s  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  
th e  .02 le v e l of confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  th a t  more su b jec ts  
in  treatm ent 4 s h i f t  toward th e  treatm en t ap p lica tio n s  than s h i f t  away 
from the treatm ent a p p lic a tio n s , in  support o f th e  p re d ic tio n .
For treatm ent group 7 , 21 su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most acceptable 
p o s itio n , 17 s h if te d  toward the  trea tm en t e f f e c t  and 4 s h if te d  away 
from the treatm ent e f f e c t .  VJhen the co n tro l su b je c ts , ■»4io s h if te d  
th e i r  most acceptable p o s it io n , were analyzed w ith re sp ec t to  th is  
trea tm en t, 46.1^ s h if te d  toward and 53*8^ s h if te d  away. The eapected 
frequencies fo r  th is  trea tm en t group were th e re fo re  9 «68 and 11. 29.
A ch i-square an a ly s is  r e s u l ts  in  a value of 10.23 and i s  s ig n if ic a n t 
a t  the  .01 le v e l  of confidence fo r  1 in d ic a tin g  th a t  more sub jec ts  
in  treatm ent 7 s h i f t  toward the  trea tm en t ap p lic a tio n  than s h i f t  away 
from the treatm ent a p p lic a tio n s , in  support o f the  p re d ic tio n .
An an a ly s is  of the  number of statem ents re je c te d  on the  f i r s t  
adm in istra tion  of the  a t t i tu d e  sca le  was a lso  performed between the  
high and low approval-m otivated su b jec ts . The puipose of th is  an a ly s is  
was to  determine i f  th e re  was a s ig n if ic a n t d iffe ren ce  between high and 
low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  w ith re sp ec t to  the region of re je c tio n . 
The an a ly sis  was accomplished by ta b u la tin g  the  frequencies o f high 
and low approval-m otivated sub jec ts  -«ho r e je c te d  2 , 3 , 4 , 5» 6 , and 
7 statem ents on th e  i n i t i a l  a t t i tu d e  sca le  and applying a 2 x  6 c h i-  
square t e s t .  The raw d ata  from which th is  an a ly s is  was derived  i s  
found in  Appendix G. The ch i-square value re su lt in g  from th i s  t e s t  
was 9.413 vdiich i s  s ig n if ic a n t between the  .10 and .05 le v e l  of 
confidence fo r  5 d f . Although th is  le v e l  of confidence i s  not
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acceptable th e  tren d  of the  data  i s  in  the  d ire c tio n  of low approval- 
m otivated in d iv id u a ls  re je c tin g  more statem ents than high approval- 
m otivated in d iv id u a ls .
CHAPTER IV 
DISCUSSION
The r e s u l ts  o f th is  experiment are  revealing  as to  th e  kinds o f 
d i f f e r e n t ia l  responses th a t  h igh approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  have 
in  a t t i tu d e  assessm ent s i tu a tio n s  as conçared to  low approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls .
With re sp ec t to  th e  f i r s t  hypothesis  i t  was found th a t  high 
approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  a re  more non-committal on an a t t i tu d e  
assessm ent sca le  employing response freedom as compared to  low approval- 
m otivated in d iv id u a ls . High approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  could thus 
be regarded as being non-committal in  a t t i tu d e  assessm ent s itu a tio n s  
■siiich allow  fo r  response freedom and wherein th e  a t t i tu d e  in  question  
i s  a h igh ly  c o n tro v e rs ia l issu e  in  lAiich normative so c ia l answers or 
a t t i tu d e s  are  in  a s ta te  o f f lu x . This non-committal behavior could be 
in te rp re te d  as a manner in  which high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  
p ro te c t  them selves and defend th e i r  self-im age by being  c a u tio u s , 
r e s t r i c te d ,  and guarded in  th e i r  number o f responses to  unknown so c ia l 
param eter s i tu a t io n s .  This r e s u l t  g ives fu r th e r  support to  th e  find ings 
of B arthel and Crowne ( I 962) and Tutko ( I 962) .
The a t t i tu d e  response behavior o f  high approval-m otivated in d iv id ­
u a ls  p o ssib ly  has some in te r r e la t io n s h ip  with the  f in d in g s  of s tu d ies
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th a t  have been concerned w ith using th e  region of re je c t io n  as  a 
dependent measure o f a t t i tu d in a l  ego-involvement. Previous research  
has in d ic a te d  th a t  in d iv id u a ls ,  idio a re  h igh ly  ego-involved, behavior- 
a l ly ,  on a s p e c if ic  a t t i tu d in a l  is s u e , respond to  a t t i tu d e  assessment 
t e s t s  on th a t  issu e  by having la rg e  reg ions of re je c t io n . In  compari­
son, low ego-involved in d iv id u a ls  have sm aller reg ions of re je c tio n  
(Reich, 1963; S h e r if , S h e r if , & N ebergall, I 963) .
In  t h i s  study i t  was found th a t  high approval-m otivated sub jec ts 
re je c te d  le s s  a t t i tu d e  statem ents than d id  low approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts . Although th i s  d iffe ren ce  was no t s ig n if ic a n t ,  th e  tre n d  was 
in  th i s  d ire c t io n  (p between .10 and .05)» This da ta  would tend  to  
lend  support to  the hypothesis th a t  high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls , 
as compared to  low approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls ,  have someidiat le s s  
of a p ro p en sity  to  become h ig h ly  ego involved on c o n tro v e rs ia l is su e s .
lffi.th re sp e c t to  th e  second hypothesis i t  was found th a t  treatm ent 
h igh approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  d id  n o t s ig n if ic a n tly  decrease 
th e i r  reg ion  of non-commitment as compared to  the  contirol high approval- 
m otivated su b jec ts  and as compared to  th e  treatm en t low approval-m oti­
vated  su b je c ts . Uxese r e s u l ts  were in te rp re te d  as in d ic a tin g  th a t  the 
trea tm en t ap p lic a tio n s  were n o t e f fe c tiv e  in  producing a reduction  in  
th e  region  o f non-commitment f o r  the high approval-m otivated su b jec ts .
One p o ss ib le  explanation  as to  ihy  th e  trea tm en t ap p lica tio n s  d id  not 
r e s u l t  in  a reduction  of th e  non-commitment reg ion  fo r  the  h igh approval- 
m otivated su b jec ts  i s  th a t  no t enough in form ation  was given in  the 
trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n s  as to  th e  peers* ev a lua tion  o f a l l  n ine s ta te ­
ments on th e  a t t i tu d e  sc a le .
3^That i s ,  the treatm ent a p p lic a tio n s  consis ted  of r e la t in g  to  the 
treatm ent su b jec ts  th e  m ajo rity  o f p ee r acceptance of only one statem ent 
on th e  f i r s t  ad m in istra tio n  of the  a t t i tu d e  sc a le . However, no informa­
tio n  was r e la te d  to  th e  su b jec ts  concerning peer evaluation  of the 
remaining e ig h t sta tem ents. T herefore, i t  i s  reasonable to  expect th a t  
i f  high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  a re  ap p ro p ria te ly  ch arac te rized  
as remaining guarded, r e s t r i c t iv e  and non-committal in  stim ulus s itu a tio n s  
in  which s o c ia l normative a t t i tu d e s  a re  unknown, they would continue 
to  remain non-committal in  such stim ulus s itu a tio n s  u n t i l  informed 
about th e  param eters on a l l  o f th e  a t t i tu d e  sta tem ents.
This in te rp re ta t io n  i s  fu r th e r  supported by the  r e s u l ts  of the 
th i rd  hypothesis in  vblch i t  was found th a t  high approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls  s ig n if ic a n tly  sh if te d  t h e i r  most accep tab le  a t t i tu d e  posi­
tio n  to  conform w ith th e  treatm ent a p p lic a tio n s . Low approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls  d id  no t s ig n if ic a n tly  s h i f t  th e i r  most acceptable p o s itio n .
In  o th er words, high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  conformed to  the  
s ta te d  peer ev a lu a tio n ; perhaps th e i r  region of non-commitment would have 
s ig n if ic a n tly  decreased on th e  remaining a t t i tu d e  statem ents had t r e a t ­
ment ap p lica tio n s  incorporated  them. The conformil^y behavior exh ib ited  
in  th i s  experiment by high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  i s  congruent 
with o ther s tu d ies  concerned w ith conform ity behavior and th e  need-fo r- 
approval dimension (Buckhout, 1965a, 1965b; Crowne & Livenan t, 1963» 
Salman, 1962; S trick lan d  & Crowne, 1962). This fin d in g  r a is e s  th e  
in te re s t in g  question  as to  the  v a l id i ty  o f previous a t t i tu d e  research  
on issu e s  o f a h igh ly  co n tro v e rs ia l n a tu re . That i s ,  i f  the  sample 
populations f o r  previous a t t i tu d e  s tu d ie s  have co n sis ted  of la rg e
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nonibers o f h igh approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  then in fe ren ces  made 
about th e  population  a t t i tu d e  a t  la rg e  are  p o ssib ly  in  e r ro r .
The conform ily behav ior evidenced in  th e  s h i f t s  of most acceptable 
p o s itio n  by high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  could a lso  be viewed 
in  terms of cogn itive  dissonance theory  (Brehm & Cohen, 1962; F e s tin g e r , 
1957)• That i s ,  high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  could be regarded 
as  e::q>eriencing co g n itiv e  dissonance when confronted w ith d isc rep an t 
peer a tt i tu d i.n a l in fo rm atio n , and th e  reduction  o f th i s  dissonance 
i s  achieved through acceptance of c o u n te r -a tt i tu d in a l  p o s it io n s ,  r a th e r  
than  by o ther various a l te rn a t iv e s  proposed by dissonance th eo ry , because 
of the  g re a te r  need o f h igh  approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  to  conform 
to  peer norms; W iereas, low approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  could be 
regarded as reducing th e i r  co g n itiv e  d issonance idien confronted w ith 
d isc rep an t peer a t t i tu d in a l  in form ation  by remaining fu r th e r  entrenched 
in  th e i r  o r ig in a l  a t t i tu d in a l  p o s it io n , i . e . ,  the  "boomerang* e f f e c t .
The r e s u l t s  of t h i s  experim ent are  a lso  inform ative as to  th e  
behavior of low approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls . As p re d ic te d , low 
approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls  d id  n o t s ig n if ic a n tly  s h i f t  t h e i r  most 
acceptable a t t i tu d e  p o s it io n  when confronted with d isc rep an t a t t i tu d in a l  
inform ation . Although th e re  were p ro p o rtio n a te ly  as many low approval- 
m otivated trea tm en t su b jec ts  as high approval-m otivated trea tm en t 
su b jec ts  who changed th e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  th e re  was a high 
degree o f s h i f t  in  the  low approval-m otivated co n tro l su b jec ts  as 
conpared to  th e  high approval-m otivated co n tro l su b jec ts . P o ssib ly  low 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  a re  f r e e r  to  s h i f t  t h e i r  most accep tab le  
p o s itio n  because of t h e i r  r e la t iv e  independence from e f fe c ts  of peer
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ev a lu a tio n , -sAiereas high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  s h i f t  th e i r  
a t t i tu d in a l  p o s itio n  because of th e i r  s u s c e p t ib i l i ty  to  peer evalua­
t io n s ,  th a t  i s ,  t h e i r  need to  conform to  peer norms.
CHAPTER V 
SUMMARY
The p re sen t research  was concerned w ith in v e s tig a tin g  whether 
in d iv id u a ls  ch a rac te rized  in  terms o f the  need-fcr-approval motive 
respond in  a system atic fash ion  to  a f ix e d  category a t t i tu d e  sca le .
More s p e c if ic a l ly ,  th i s  experiment was concerned w ith in v e s tig a tin g  
tdiether in d iv id u a ls , Tdio were high and low in  need fo r  so c ia l approval 
as measured by the  Mhrlowe-Crowne S ocia l D e s ira b ili ty  S cale , respond 
d i f f e r e n t ia l ly  b u t in  a p re d ic ta b le  fash ion  to  a f ix ed  category , 
a t t i tu d e  sca le  w ith re sp e c t to  th e  regions o f acceptance, non-oommit- 
ment, and subsequent s h if t s  in  these  v a r ia b le s  a f te r  th e  ap p lica tio n  
of trea tm en t e f fe c ts .
To accomplish th i s  ta sk  287 in tro d u c to ry  psychology studen ts were 
adm inistered th e  Marlowe-Crowne Social D e s ira b ility  Scale, These 
su b jec ts  were subsequently adm in istered , a few weeks l a t e r ,  a question­
n a ire  and a n in e -p o in t a t t i tu d e  sca le  on the V iet Nam is su e  with 
statem ents ranging from strong advocacy fo r  U, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  
the  V ie t Nam war to  strong advocacy ag a in s t Ü, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  the 
V iet Nam war. Subjects* responses to  the  a t t i tu d e  sca le  were evaluated 
w ith re sp ec t to  the  frequencies of acceptance, and non-commitment fo r  
each of the  nine p o s itio n s . The su b jec ts  were then readm inistered  the
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a t t i tu d e  sca le  follow ing the a p p lic a tio n  of treatm ent e f fe c ts  to  
idiree of fo u r groups, dhe fo u rth  group received  no trea tm en t app lica­
t io n  and served as a c o n tro l. The trea tm en t e f fe c ts  co n s is ted  of 
r e la t in g  to  the su b jec ts  th e  f i c t i t i o u s  statem ent th a t  th e  la r g e s t  
m ajo rity  of them had chosen a p a r t ic u la r  p o s itio n  as most acceptable 
on the  f i r s t  ad m in istra tio n  of the  a t t i tu d e  sc a le , A d if f e re n t  f i c t i ­
tio u s  p o s itio n  was re la te d  to  each of th re e  trea tm en t groups of su b je c ts .
I t  was p red ic ted  th a t  h igh approval-m otivated su b je c ts , as compared 
to  low approval-m otivated su b je c ts , would have la rg e r  regions of non-com­
mitment on the  i n i t i a l  a t t i tu d e  sca le ; th a t  th e  region o f non-commitment 
would s ig n if ic a n tly  decrease fo r  the  h i ^  approval-m otivated su b jec ts  
on the second ad m in is tra tio n  o f th e  a t t i tu d e  sca le  fo r  th e  trea tm en t 
groups; th a t  the reg ion  of non-commitment fo r  the  low approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  would remain th e  same fo r  both  ad m in istra tio n s  of the  a t t i tu d e  
sca le ; th a t  th e re  would be more s h if ts  of th e  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  
by the treatm ent high approval-m otivated su b jec ts  as conçared to  th e  
co n tro l high and trea tm en t low approval-m otivated su b jec ts ; th a t  th e  
s h if ts  of most accep tab le  p o s itio n  by the treatm en t su b je c ts  would be 
toward choosing a p o s itio n  which was congruent w ith th e  f i c t i t i o u s  
treatm ent sta tem ent.
The r e s u l ts  o f th i s  experiment were both  supportive and non-sup­
p o rtiv e  of the p re d ic tio n s , b u t g en era lly  were in  accordance with the  
r e s u l ts  of o ther a t t i tu d e  change s tu d ie s  concerned w ith th e  approval- 
m otivated v a ria b le  as measured by the  I^SD S. I t  was found th a t  h i ^  
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  tended to  use la rg e r  regions o f non-com­
mitment than low approval-m otivated su b je c ts ; th a t  low approval-m otivated
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su b jec ts  d id  n o t decrease th e i r  reg ions o f non-commitment; th a t  high 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  d id  n o t decrease th e i r  reg ions of non-com­
mitment. Although th i s  l a t t e r  r e s u l t  was no t in  accordance with the  
p re d ic tio n , i t  was f e l t  th a t  th i s  r e s u l t  was due to  th e  p au c ity  of 
trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n  in form ation  given to  the  high approval-m otivated 
s u b je c ts , th a t  i s ,  they  d id  n o t have enough peer ev alu a tio n  in form ation  
on e ig h t of th e  a t t i tu d e  statem ents to  f a c i l i t a t e  a change from 
non-committal p o s itio n s  on th ese  statem ents to  an acceptance or r e je c ­
t io n  p o s itio n .
I t  was a lso  found, as p re d ic te d , th a t  trea tm en t high approval- 
m otivated su b jec ts  s h if te d  th e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  as compared 
to  co n tro l high approval-m otivated su b jec ts ; th a t  th e re  was no change 
in  th e  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  fo r  th e  treatm en t low approval-m otivated 
su b jec ts  as compared to  th e  co n tro l low approval-m otivated su b je c ts ; 
th a t  treatm ent su b jec ts  idio s h if te d  t h e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  
d id  so by choosing a p o s itio n  congruent w ith th e  trea tm en t a p p lic a tio n s .
I t  was p re d ic ted  th a t  high approval-m otivated  trea tm en t su b jec ts  would 
have more s h i f t s  in  th e i r  most accep tab le  p o s itio n  as compared to  low 
approval-m otivated trea tm en t su b je c ts . This p re d ic tio n  was n o t sup­
p o rted  due to  th e  unexpected s h if t in g  by the  low approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls . This r e s u l t  was in te rp re te d  as in d ic a tin g  th a t  high 
approval-m otivated su b jec ts  tend  to  s h i f t  th e i r  most accep tab le  p o si­
t io n  when confronted  w ith d isc rep an t p eer evalua tion  in fo rm ation , 
whereas low approval-m otivated su b jec ts  s h i f t  th e i r  most accep tab le  
p o s itio n  ir re s p e c t iv e  of peer ev a lu a tio n  in form ation .
I t  was concluded th a t  th i s  experiment provided fu r th e r  corroborating
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evidence as to  th e  conform ity , a t t i tu d e  change, and guarded, r e s t r i c ­
t iv e  behavior o f high approval-m otivated in d iv id u a ls . I t  -was a lso  
suggested th a t  a f r u i t f u l  area  o f fu r th e r  research  would be to  in v e s t i ­
gate the  e f fe c ts  of d i f f e r e n t ia l  amounts of peer ev alu a tio n  inform ation 
concerning a t t i tu d e  sta tem ents as a p o ss ib le  fa c to r  in  in flu en c in g  a 
decrease in  reg ions o f non-commitment by high approval-m otivated 
in d iv id u a ls .
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APPENDIX A 
Marlowe-Crowne S ocia l D e s ira b il i ty  Scale
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L is ted  below a re  a number of statem ents concerning p ersonal a t t i ­
tudes and t r a i t s .  Bead each item  and decide ■vdiether th e  statem ent i s  
t ru e  or fa ls e  a s  i t  p e r ta in s  to  you p e rso n a lly . Mark your answer on 
th e  a ttach ed  answer shee t by b lacking  out th e  l e t t e r .
1. Before voting  I  thoroughly in v e s tig a te  the q u a lif ic a tio n s  of a l l  
th e  candidates.
2. I  never h e s i ta te  to  go out of my way to  help  someone in  tro u b le .
3. I t  i s  sometimes hard f o r  me to  go on with my work i f  I  am not
encouraged,
4 . I  have never in te n se ly  d is l ik e d  anyone.
5. On occasion I  have had doubts about my a b i l i t y  to  succeed in  l i f e .
6 . I  sometimes f e e l  r e s e n tfu l  idien I  don’ t  g e t my way.
7. I  am always c a re fu l about my manner of d re ss .
8 . Ify ta b le  manners a t  home are  as good as idien I  e a t  out in  a re s ta u ra n t.
9 . I f  I  could g e t in to  a movie w ithout paying and be sure I  was n o t seen
I  would probably do i t .
10. On a few occasions, I  have given up doing something because I  thought 
too l i t t l e  of my a b i l i t y .
11. I  l ik e  to  gossip  a t  tim es.
12. There have been tim es when I  f e l t  l ik e  re b e llin g  a g a in s t people in
a u th o rity  even though I  knew they  were r ig h t .
13 . No m atter idio I ’m ta lk in g  to ,  I ’m always a good l i s t e n e r .
14. I  can remember "playing  s ick" to  g e t out o f something.
15. There have been occasions when I  took advantage of someone.
16 . I ’m always w illin g  to  admit i t  when I  make a m istake.
17 . I  always t r y  to  p ra c tic e  idaat I  preach.
18. I  don’t  f in d  i t  p a r t ic u la r ly  d i f f i c u l t  to  g e t along w ith  loud 
mouthed, obnoxious people.
19 . I  sometimes t r y  to  g e t even ra th e r  than fo rg iv e  and fo rg e t .
20. When I  don’t  know something I  don’ t  a t  a l l  mind adm itting  i t .
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21, I  am always courteous, even to  people lâio are  d isag reeab le ,
22, A t tim es I  have r e a l ly  in s i s te d  on having th in g s  my own way,
23» There have been occasions when I  f e l t  l ik e  smashing th in g s ,
24, I  would never th in k  of l e t t i n g  someone e lse  be punished fo r  ny 
wrongdoings,
25, I  never iresent being asked to  re tu rn  a fav o r,
26, I  have never been irk e d  when people expressed id eas  very d if f e r e n t  
from ny own.
27, I  never make a long t r i p  w ithout checking the sa fe ty  of my c a r ,
28, There have been tim es when I  was q u ite  jea lo u s  o f the  good fo rtu n e  
of o th e rs ,
29, I  have alm ost never f e l t  th e  urge to  t e l l  someone o f f ,
30, I  am sometimes i r r i t a t e d  t y  people tAio ask favors o f me,
31, I  have never f e l t  th a t  I  was punished w ithout cause,
32, I  sometimes th in k  vhen people have a m isfortune they  only got what 
they  deserved,
33» I  have never d e lib e ra te ly  sa id  something th a t  h u r t  someone’ s 
fe e l in g s .
APPEMDCDC B
î'requency D is tr ib u tio n s  o f Sortment o f A ttitu d e  Statem ents 
in to  Nine C ategories by Judges
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____________ Categories
Statement 1 2 3 4 5 (
1» The U. S. i s  in  need of a recon­
c i l i a t io n  •sd.th North V iet Nam. 5 1 8 X 5 2 2 3 ^
2. The only e f fe c tiv e  method fo r  
s e t t l in g  in te rn a tio n a l d i f f i c u l ­
t i e s  i s  fo rc e . 3 1 1 1  2 0 4 4 13
3. The V ie t Nam war has to  be
fought in  order to  ob ta in  peace. 6 3 3 4 0 5 2 2 4
4 . I t  i s  necessary th a t  th e  Ü. S. 
make a stand in  Asia and V iet
Nam i s  the b e s t p lace . 6 5 ^ 1 5 0 3 1 ^
5 . The U. S. should n o t be f ig h tin g
in  V ie t Nam. 2 3 2 3 3 3 2 2 9
6. In  war time o ther co u n trie s  
need to  accept our stands or
become our enemy. 3 1 0 0 7 3 4 3 8
7. American p o licy  in  V ie t Nam 
i s  an abo rtive  and needless
waste of human su ffe rin g . 2 3 1 3 3 2 4 3 8
8. Wars o ften  have to  be fought
in  order to  ob ta in  peace. 15 5 4 2 0 1 0 1 1
9. The V ie t Nam war s tim u la tes
men to  th e i r  n o b le s t e f fo r ts .  3 1 2 1 3 4 3 4 8
10. I t  i s  ab so lu te ly  e s se n tia l
from a l l  angles in  our country’s 
in te r e s t s  n o t to  be involved
in  the  war in  V ie t Nam. 1 1 1 3 1 1 5 4 1 2
11. I t  i s  ab so lu te ly  e s se n tia l  
from a l l  angles in  our country’ s 
in te r e s t s  to  be involved in  the
war in  V iet Nam. 4 2 2 2 1 5 3 1 9
12. The U. S. should ask fo r  more 
in te rn a tio n a l help  in  the  V iet
Nam war. 0 2 1 4 6 4 6 3 3
13. dhe war in  V iet Nam should be 
r e s t r ic te d  to  th e  use of conven­
t io n a l  weapons. 2 5 2 3 ^ 3 2 2 4
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______________ Pft.-teS .Q a,e,§______________
Statem ent 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
14, The V ie t Nam War b rin g s  out th e
b e s t  q u a l i t ie s  in  men. 2 0 1 2 2 2 4 4 1 2
15, ïhe  U nited S ta te s  p a r t ic ip a t io n  
in  the  V ie t Nam war i s  p r im a rily
fo r  upholding th e  economy. 0 0 1 3 5 5 2 4 9
16 , Under th e  p re se n t cond itions the  
war in  V ie t Nam i s  necessary  to
m aintain ju s t i c e .  5 3 2 1 6 2 3 5 2
17* VB.thout the  V ie t Nam •wa. ' commun­
ism Td.ll continue to  spread 
throughout th e  world and T d l l  
even tua lly  encompass everything
and everybody. 4 3 2 5 2 3 3 3 4
18. We must use fo rce  in  o th er
co u n trie s  before i t  i s  used on
u s . 3 3 2 1 5 1 2 3 9
19.  The U. S. should be l e s s  con­
cerned T d th  in te rn a tio n a l  p o l i ­
t i c s  and should t r y  to  \d n  th e  
Tiar. 5 2 2 4 3 0 3 4 6
20. There a re  some arguments in
favor o f the  war in  V ie t Nam. 12 5 3 5 2 0 0 2 0
21. From the  p o in t o f view of our 
country*s i n t e r e s t s ,  i t  i s  hard 
to  decide liie th e r  o r n o t we 
should be involved in  th e  war
in  V ie t Nam. 1 2 3 0 7 1 3 5 7
22. The V ie t Nam war rep re sen ts
a necessary  e v i l  in  our cu rre n t 
fencing  w ith Red China, b u t i t  
i s  in  i t s e l f  a r id ic u lo u s  con­
f l i c t  Tdiich we can never win. 1 1 1 3 5 4 4 1 9
23. I t  i s  necessary  fo r  th e  U. S.
to  keep V ie t Nam f r e e ,  b u t n o t a t  
the expense of sending so ld ie rs
th e re  to  g e t s lau g h te red . 3 0 ^ ^ 3 3 2 2 6
24. ïhe cause we a re  f ig h tin g  fo r
in  V ie t Nam i s  im portan t. I 3 5 3 ^ 2 1 0 1 0
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Categories
Statement 1 2  3 4 5 t
25» The V ie t Nam war i s  necessary  
fo r  the  p re se rv a tio n  of freedom 
in  th e  E ast and in  th e  U nited
States»  12 2 1 3 6 1 2 0 2
26. I t  i s  im portant th a t  the U. S.
i s  supporting th e  V ie t Nam war. 0 3 2 5 ^ 5 5 3 ^
27. Ü. S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  the  V iet
Nam war i s  necessary  in  order to  
support th e  r ig h ts  o f  a l l  man­
k ind . 10 4 2 1 0 2 3 1 4
28. We want no more V ie t Nam war 
i f  i t  can be avoided w ithout
dishonor. 1 3 3 3 5 5 3 2 4
29. The U. S. should be in  V ie t Nam, 
b u t th e  U. S, should no t be drag­
ging th e  war out fo r  such a  long
len g th  of tim e. 7 4 5 5 1 3 1 1 2
30. I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  to  know i f  the
Ü. S. i s  doing any good in  the
V iet Nam war. 4 5 4 1 4 3 3 2 3
31. Human d e s tru c tio n  in  V ie t Nam
must be avoided a t  any c o s t.  3 5 1 4 5 2 1 2 6
32. R ight or wrong, a c i t iz e n  must 
support h is  country in  tim es of
war. 13 4 1 1 1 2 2 2 3
33» i s  wrong a t  any tim e, 4 2 4 0 3 1 4 2 9
34. The war in  V ie t Nam i s  an imper­
i a l i s t  attem pt to  suppress a 
popular r e v o lt  o f th e  South V iet
Nam people. 0 1 1 2 5 0 2 4  14
35» There a re  tim es th en  war cannot
be avoided. 8 6 4 4 3 0 1 1 2
36. Although i t  i s  hard  to  d ecide , 
i t  i s  probable th a t  our coun­
try* s in te r e s t s  w il l  be b e t te r  
served i f  we were n o t involved
in  th e  war in  V ie t Nam. 1 2 3 1 6 2 4 2 8
61
____________ Categories____________
Statement 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
37» The war in  V ie t Nam i s  an unfor­
tunate  e r ro r  on th e  p a r t  o f the
s ta te  departm ent, 2 1 1 1 7 1 3 3  10
38, The war in  V iet Nam needs to  be 
stopped 'When our terms fo r
peace a re  met, 9 ^ ^ 2 2 2 2 2 2
39, 0, S, p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  V iet 
Nam war i s  necessary  to  keep the  
communists from tak ing  over the
world. 9 2 ^ ^ 0 3 1 3 3
40, The war in  V iet Nam needs to  be 
stopped when cougjromise can be
reached, 7 7 3 3 4 - 0 4 0 1
41, I t  i s  hard  to  decide whether 
th e  war in  V ie t Nam does more
harm than  good, 3 4 - 4 4 5 3 1 3 2
42, The war in  V ie t Nam i s  a wasted 
e f f o r t  and expense to  the  U, S, 
taxpayer w ithout no ticeab le
r e s u l t s ,  0 5 3 0 2 3 2 6 8
43 , Erosion of Chinese in fluence  
and power in  V ie t Nam has been
a prim ary goal o f  U, S, p o lic y , 5 3 7 0 5 1 2 2 4
44, Rie b e n e f its  o f the  V iet Nam 
war are  n o t worth i t s  m isery
and su ffe rin g , 1 3 3 1 4 - 3 3 3 8
45, A m ericanization o f th e  war in  
V ie t Nam could make th a t  c o n f l ic t
v i r tu a l ly  unwinable, 2 0 3 1 7 4 - 4 1 7
46, Man must s a c r i f ic e  th e i r  l iv e s  
in  V iet Nam to  p reserve  th e i r
country, 5 0  3 2 1 4 2 2  10
47, The V ie t Nam war should end now, 
under any circum stances, and
never be resumed, 2 2 4 4 0 1 5 ^ 5
48, A lth o u ^  i t  i s  hard  to  d ecide ,
i t  i s  probable th a t  our co u n try 's
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Categories
________ Statement_____________________  1 2 3 4  5 6 7 8 .?
in te r e s t s  w ill  be b e t te r  served 
by our involvement in  th e  war
in  V ie t Nam, 4 3 2 6 5 2 3 2 2
The Ü, S» has an o b lig a tio n  to  
in tervene  in  the  V iet Nam strug­
g le . 5 4 1 4 5 4 2 2 2
50. Increased  m ili ta ry  involvement 
in  th e  V iet Nam war a id s  th e
Communist cause. 1 1 1 4 3 3 7 3 6
51. The V ie t Nam war cannot be
decided by m ili ta ry  means, 2 0 3 ^ 2 7 3 3 5
52. The V ie t Nam war i s  necessary  
b u t has few q u a l i t ie s  of ju s t ic e  
or n o b il i ty  ■vhich i f  p resen t
would make the  war ju s t i f i a b le .  3 1 2 3 2 2 4 7 5
53. An a l te rn a t iv e  to  war o r surren­
der can be found i f  man would
only conçromise. 7 5 2 6 2 0 2 1 4
54. We must use fo rce  in  V ie t Nam
before i t  i s  used on u s . 4 6 3 1 1 3 2 2 7
55» The Ü. S. has been dealing  
f a i r l y  w ith th e  Vietnamese
people under th e  circum stances. 7 3 3 ^ 3 3 2 0 2
56. The V iet Nam war rep resen ts
a necessary  e v i l  in  U. S. fenc­
ing  with Red China, b u t i t  i s  
in  i t s e l f  a  r id ic u lo u s  c o n f l ic t
tfoich the Ü. S. can never win. 1 1 2 1 4 1 6 3  10
57» I t  i s  good judgment to  s a c r if ic e  
c e r ta in  r ig h ts  in  o rder to  pre­
ven t an a c c e le ra tio n  o f th e  war
in  V iet Nam. 2 3 1 1 2 0 5 7 8
58. The aim of U. S. p o licy  must be 
to  avoid g e ttin g  more deeply
involved in  the  V ie t Nam war. 2 4 1 2 5 ^ 3 3 5
59» The war in  V iet Nam i s  an unfor­
tu n a te  e r ro r  on th e  p a r t  of the
U. S. 2 0 0 0 4 2 4 7  10
63
Categories
Statement 1 2  3 4 5 6 7 8 9
60. I t  seems th a t  our co u n try 's  
in t e r e s t s  would be b e t te r  served 
by our involvement i n  th e  war
in  V ie t Nam. 3 0 2 2 5 4 4 6 3
61. The Ü. S. i s  involved in  th e  
V ie t Nam war fo r  reasons th a t
a re  n o t v a l id .  1 2 3 3 3 0 4 4 9
62. E s s e n tia l ly  th e  in te r e s t s  o f  
our country w i l l  be served b e s t  
i f  we were n o t involved  in  the
war in  V iet Nam. 2 0 1 5 2 2 2 6 9
63. E s s e n tia l ly  th e  in te r e s t s  of 
our country will, be served b e s t  
by our involvem ent in  the  war
in  V ie t Nam. 3 2 4 3 4 1 1 4 ?
64. The North Vietnamese would over­
run South V ie t Nam and in troduce 
Communism i f  i t  w e ren 't fo r
American war e f f o r t s .  U  2 ? 1 2 2 2 1 1
65. A defensive  type of war in  
V ie t Nam i s  j u s t i f i e d  bu t any
o th e r type of war i s  n o t. 1 0 2 2 4 2 4 6 8
66. Since th e  U. S. has committed 
i t s  men, f in a n c e , and resources 
to  th e  V ie t Nam war i t  should
s ta y  and win. 9 4 3 1 6 1 2 3 0
67.  A ll measures should be taken 
to  s e t t l e  th e  d isp u te  in  V iet 
Nam a t  once w ithout fu r th e r
lo s s  of l i f e .  1 1 1 2 1 5 4 0 1 4
68. An immediate cease f i r e  under 
any circum stance must be a tta in e d
in  V ie t Nam. 1 1 2 4 2 1 8 2 8
69. The V ie t Nam war has sraae bene­
f i t s ,  bu t i t ' s  a b ig  p r ic e  to
pay fo r  them. 4 3 6 5 2 3 2 2 2
70. The more n a tio n s  spend fo r  
defense th e  le s s  r e a l  s e c u rity
th e i r  people have. 2 8 1 5 3 2 3 0 5
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Categories
Statement 1 2 3 4 9 6 7 8 9
71, The Ü, S. i s  f a i l in g  to  achieve 
in te rn a tio n a l  o b jec tiv es  in  the
•war in  V ie t Nam. 2 5 2 3 5 2 4 2 4
72, The h ig h e s t du'ty of a Ü, S, c i t ­
izen  i s  to  f ig h t  fo r  "the power 
and g lo ry  of h is  na-tion by 
serving in  the  armed forces in
V ie t Nam. 5 3 0 1 2 2 3 5 8
*73' Perhaps ■we should consider stop­
ping bombing ra id s  on Nor'th V iet 
Nam i f  they  a re  w illin g  to  coop­
e ra te  in  a peace conference. 2 3 9 5 3 2 3 1 1
*74. I t  i s  necessary  fo r  -the United 
S"tates to  stop -the p rog ression  
o f communism in  V iet Nam, bu t 
th i s  cannot be done by m ili'ta ry
in te rv e n tio n  alone. 7 4 7 8 1 0 1 1 0
*75' I t  seems "bhat our country’ s
in te r e s t s  would be b e t t e r  served 
i f  we were n o t involved in  the
war i n V ie t Nam. 2 2 2 1 8 1 4 2 7
*76 . Continued U. S. involvement in  
the  V ie t Nam war h u r ts  the
American image. 1 1 4 1 8 5 2 4 3
*77' The U. S. should a c t more reso ­
lu te ly  and e f fe c tiv e ly  to  check
the North Vietnamese' 2 1 2 4 1 6 7 5 1
*78. N eu tra l n a tio n s  are  a c tu a lly
co'wardly. 1 0 1 1 2 1 1 6  I 6
*79' The U. S. should use the  V iet
Nam war as a "springboard" in  the
invasion  of China' 3 0 1 0 0 3 0 1  21
*80 . The V ie t Nam issu e  should be
s e t t le d  as quickly  as p o ss ib le . 14 5 1 3 1 0 1 0 4
*81. The U. S, should t r y  to  work out
p lans fo r  peace in  V ie t Nam. 20 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 0
*82. Peaceful se ttlem en t of th e  V iet 
Nam -war a t  th e  e a r l i e s t  time
would be ideal. 18 2 2 2 0 0 2 0 3
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Categories
Statement 1 2 3 4  5 6  7 8  9
*83» The V iet Nam war should be s e t­
t le d  as qu ick ly  as p o ss ib le . 15 3 2 2 1 2 0 1 3
*84, Perhaps we should consider 
stopping bombing ra id s  on 
North V ie t Nam i f  they  are  w il­
l in g  to  cooperate in  a peace
conference. 3 7 6 2 3 2 1 0 5
*85» %.e V iet Nam war i s  an unnec­
essary  waste of human l i f e .  12 2 4 7 0 0 3 1 0
**86. There i s  no conceivable j u s t i ­
f ic a t io n  fo r  Ü. S. p a r t ic ip a ­
t io n  in  the  V ie t Nam war, and 
th e  U. S. should withdraw a t
once and remain n e u tra l. 21 3 0 2 1 1 0 1 0
**87. The Ü. S. p a r t ic ip a tio n  in
th e  V iet Nam war i s  an unnec­
essary  waste o f human l i f e ,  
and i t  reso lv es  no in te rn a ­
t io n a l  problems. 4 10 6 3 2 2 1 1 0
**88. The war in  V iet Nam should be 
stopped, b u t no t i f  i t  w ill  
cause the  U. S. a lo s s  o f
p re s tig e . 7 4 1 1 4 1 0 1 0 1
**89. M ilita ry  ac tio n  i s  necessary  
to  d e fea t th e  enemy in  V iet 
Nam, however, th e  prime issu es
a re  p o l i t i c a l .  1 7  5 H  2 2 0 1 0
**90. A c a te g o ric a l re je c t io n  of the 
V iet Nam war i s  a d i f f i c u l t
dec is io n  to  make. 1 1 3 5 1 1 7 0 1 0
**91. The d e s ira b le  r e s u l t s  o f  the
V iet Nam war have n o t received
the a tte n tio n  they  deserve. 0 1 0  5 8  12 2 1 0
**92. In  supporting th e  long range
cold war e f fo r ts  V ie t Nam rep re ­
sen ts  an im portant re s is ta n c e . 1 2 0 1 2 5 9 4 4
**93. The war in  V iet Nam i s  a s a t i s ­
fa c to ry  way to  so lve the p re­
sen t in te rn a tio n a l d i f f i c u l t i e s .  0 2 1 0  3 2 1 6  14
66
____________ C ategories
Statement 1 2  3
at l
k 5 è 7 8 .  9
**9^, The V ie t Nam -war should be
esca la ted  to  th e  p o in t tdiere 
the  U» S. fo rces  Bed China
in to  an a l l  o u t nuclear var, 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 2  23
N ote.— *T hirteen  of 22 item s f i r s t  s e le c te d , **F in a l item s 
se le c ted  fo r  a t t i tu d e  sc a le .
APPENDIX. C
Sarç)le Q uestionnaire Adm inistered to  Subjects FoUo'vàng 
C onçletion of A ttitu d e  Scale
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Name________________________  C la s s if ic a tio n  Age Sex_
Some a d d itio n a l inform ation v i l l  be needed to  a id  in  determ ining 
th e  r e s u l ts  o f th i s  study. Your cooperation in  f i l l i n g  out the  form 
below w il l  be ap p rec ia ted .
I .  P lease l i s t  i n  o rder of iaQ)ortance 3 is su e s  \daich appear to  you 
to  be the  most im portant facing  th e  United S ta te s  today.
1.
2.
n. P lease  w rite  a one-sentence statem ent expressing your stand  on 
th e  V iet Nam is su e .
I I I .  Below i s  a  h o riz o n ta l l i n e ,  rep resen tin g  th e  e n t ire  range of
opinions on th e  V ie t Nam is su e . P lease  in d ic a te  your p o s itio n  
on the is su e  by drawing a v e r t ic a l  l in e  across the  h o rizo n ta l 
l in e  a t  th a t  p lace  idaich rep resen ts  your stand  on th e  is su e .
Extremely Extremely
a g a in s t the fo r  the
V iet Nam war I________________________________  I V iet Nam war
APPEMKCX D
Number o f Most A cceptable, Most O bjectionable , A cceptable, 
O bjectionable, and Non-Comndtiaent Statem ents on F i r s t  
A dm inistration  o f A ttitu d e  Scale fo r  A ll S ubjects
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Responses to  f i r s t  a t t i tu d e  sca le  fo r  a l l  su b jec ts
A ttitu d e  sc a le  statem ents
P o s itio n 1 2 ? 4 5 6 7 8 9
Most accep tab le  
p o s itio n 9 51 23 71 55 19 49 3 9
Most o b jectionab le  
p o s itio n 58 7 5 0 0 0 1 14 193
Acceptable 32 47 66 138 159 139 105 19 7
O bjectionable 151 138 126 28 18 58 58 214 72
N on-commitment 37 44 67 50 55 71 74 37 10
APPMD3X E
Number of Non-Cmmnitment Statem ents fo r  Treatment and Control 
S ubjects on A ttitu d e  Scale f o r  Both A dm inistrations 
and Change in  Region of Non-Cbmmitment
71
72
Treatment 2
Low
approval
sub.iects
F i r s t
a t t i tu d e
sca le
Second
a t t i tu d e
sca le Change
High
approval
sub.iects
F i r s t
a t t i tu d e
sca le
Second
a t t i tu d e
scale Change
1 0 1 +1 1 2 5 +3
2 0 0 0 2 3 2 "1
3 4 0 .4 3 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 4 3 3 0
5 5 4 -1 5 0 0 0
6 2 3 +1 6 0 0 0
7 1 2 +1 7 3 3 0
8 0 5 +5 8 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 9 2 1 -1
10 1 1 0 10 4 1 -3
11 0 0 0 11 5 1 -4
12 0 0 0 12 1 0 -1
13 0 0 0 13 2 3 +1
14 3 4 +1 14 5 5 0
15 0 0 0 15 1 3 +2
16 0 0 0 16 0 0 0
17 0 0 0 17 5 5 0
18 2 0 .2 18 4 0 -4
19 0 0 0 19 3 2 -1
20 0 3 +3 20 0 0 0
21 0 0 0 21 1 0 -1
22 0 0 0 22 0 0 0
23 0 0 0 23 3 5 +2
24 0 0 0 24 2 5 +3
25 0 0 0 25 0 0 0
26 0 0 0 26 0 0 0
27 2 1 -1 27 4 5 +1
28 0 0 0 28 4 3 -1
29 5 5 0 29 0 0 0
30 0 0 0
31 0 0 0
32 0 0 0
33 0 0 0
34 2 4 +2
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Treatment 4
Low F irs t  Second High F ir s t  Second
approval a ttitu d e a ttitu d e approval a ttitu d e attitude
sub.iects scale sca le  Change subjects sca le  scale Change
1 3 3 0 1 2 0 -2
2 3 3 0 2 4 5 +1
3 0 0 0 3 5 4 -1
4 0 0 0 4 5 3 -2
5 4 4 0 5 5 3 -2
6 0 0 0 6 6 7 +1
7 4 4 0 7 7 7 0
8 3 3 0 8 5 5 0
9 5 3 -2 9 0 0 0
10 1 2 +1 10 3 2 -1
n 0 0 0 11 2 0 _2
12 0 0 0 12 5 3 -2
13 3 2 -1 13 3 3 0
14 0 0 0 14 0 0 0
15 1 0 -1 15 3 0 -3
16 1 0 -1 16 0 0 0
17 0 0 0 17 0 0 0
18 4 4 0 18 4 4 0
19 5 5 0 19 3 2 -1
20 0 0 0 20 3 3 0
21 1 1 0
22 3 3 0
23 0 0 0
24 3 2 -1
25 3 4 +1
26 0 2 +2
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Treatment 7
Low
approval
sub.iects
F i r s t
a t t i tu d e
sca le
Second
a t t i tu d e
sca le Change
High
approval
su b iec ts
F i r s t
a t t i tu d e
sca le
Second
a t t i tu d e
sca le Chans
1 3 2 -1 1 1 0 -1
2 0 0 0 2 4 4 0
3 0 0 0 3 2 2 0
4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
6 4 3 -1 6 0 0 0
7 2 3 +1 7 2 5 +3
8 0 0 0 8 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0 11 0 6 +6
12 0 0 0 12 0 0 0
13 3 3 0 13 0 0 0
14 0 0 0 14 0 0 0
15 0 0 0 15 3 5 +2
16 0 0 0 16 1 0 -1
17 0 0 0 17 2 1 -1
18 0 0 0 18 0 0 0
19 6 5 -1 19 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 20 0 0 0
21 2 4 +2 21 4 3 -1
22 0 0 0 22 4 4 0
23 0 0 0 23 5 5 0
24 3 5 +2 24 2 0 -2
25 2 1 -1 25 0 2 +2
26 3 2 -1 26 0 0 0
27 0 0 0 27 4 4 0
28 0 0 0 28 3 4 +1
29 0 0 0 29 1 3 +2
30 0 0 0 30 2 0 -2
31 3 1 -2 31 0 0 0
32 0 0 0 32 0 0 0
33 4 4 0 33 0 0 0
34 0 0 0 34 0 0 0
35 0 0 0 35 3 5 +2
36 2 0 -2 36 0 0 0
37 4 0 -4 37 0 0 0
38
39
0
0
0
0
0
0
38 4 5 +1
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Control
Low F i r s t Second High F i r s t Second
approval a t t i tu d e a t t i tu d e approval a t t i tu d e a t t i tu d e
sub.iects scale sca le Change sub.iects sca le sca le Change
1 0 0 0 1 3 3 0
2 3 4 +1 2 1 2 +1
3 0 0 0 3 2 0 -2
k 0 0 0 4 3 3 0
5 3 1 -2 5 2 4 +2
6 3 3 0 6 3 3 0
7 1 3 +2 7 4 1 -3
8 4 4 0 8 2 3 +1
9 3 0 -3 9 2 2 0
10 0 0 0 10 4 4 0
11 0 2 +2 11 0 - 0 0
12 4 4 0 12 3 1 -2
13 4 5 +1 13 6 0 -6
14 3 3 0 14 2 4 +2
15 0 0 0 15 3 3 0
16 0 0 0 16 1 1 0
17 0 0 0 17 0 0 0
18 0 0 0 18 4 4 0
19 4 4 0 19 6 4 -2
20 0 0 0 20 4 4 0
21 , 3 5 +2 21 0 0 0
22 0 2 +2 22 3 4 +1
23 2 3 +1 23 2 3 +1
24 0 0 0 24 0 0 0
25 0 0 0 25 1 0 -1
26 0 0 0 26 0 0 0
27 0 0 0 27 0 0 0
28 2 2 0 28 2 3 +1
29 0 0 0 29 3 3 0
30 0 0 0 30 0 0 0
31 2 2 0 31 1 1 0
32 5 1 -4 32 3 1 -2
33 3 2 -1 33 3 3 0
34 0 0 0 34 2 2 0
35 0 0 0 35 3 3 0
36 0 0 0 36 0 0 0
37 0 0 0 37 0 0 0
38 0 0 0 38 1 3 +2
39 5 4 -1 39 0 0 0
40 4 3 -1 40 3 2 -1
41 0 0 0 41 4 2 -2
42 0 0 0 42 3 6 +3
(Control continued on nex t page.)
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Low F i r s t Second High F i r s t Second
approval a t t i tu d e a t t i tu d e approval a t t i tu d e a t t i tu d e
Chantsub.iects sca le sca le Chance su b iec ts sca le sca le
43 0 0 0 43 0 0 0
il4 0 0 0 44 0 0 0
45 3 1 -2 45 3 5 +2
i\6 0 0 0 46 0 0 0
47 0 0 0 47 3 k +1
Itô 3 2 -1 48 2 1 -1
49 0 2 +2 49 0 0 0
50 0 0 0 50 0 0 0
51 0 0 0
APPENDIX F
Most Acceptable P o s itio n  fo r  Treatment and C ontrol S ubjects 
on A ttitu d e  Scale fo r  Both A dm inistrations and D irec tion  
of S h if t  o f Most A cceptable P o s itio n
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Treatment 2
Low F ir s t  S h ift  Second High F ir s t  S h ift  Second
approval a ttitu d e toward a ttitu d e approval a ttitu d e toward a ttitu d e
sub.iects sca le  or awav scale sub.iects sca le  or awav sca le
1 2 0 2 1 5 +3 2
2 5 0 5 2 2 0 2
3 2 -2 4 3 3 -4 7
4 7 +2 5 4 7 0 7
5 4 0 4 5 7 0 7
6 5 +3 2 6 7 0 7
7 2 0 2 7 5 0 5
8 2 0 2 8 4 0 4
9 7 +3 4 9 1 +1 2
10 4 -5 9 10 2 0 2
11 2 0 2 n 6 +1 5
12 7 +5 2 12 5 0 5
13 7 +4 3 13 7 +5 2
14 3 +1 2 14 5 +1 4
15 5 +3 2 15 5 +1 4
16 9 +3 6 l6 4 0 4
17 7 +3 4 17 5 +3 2
18 4 -1 5 18 7 +3 4
19 1 0 1 19 4 0 4
20 7 +2 5 20 2 0 2
21 4 0 4 21 6 0 6
22 3 -2 5 22 3 -3 6
23 4 -3 7 23 7 0 7
24 5 +3 2 24 3 -1 4
25 5 +3 2 25 6 +2 4
26 2 0 2 26 3 0 3
27 8 +4 4 27 4 0 4
28 3 0 3 28 6 +2 4
29 1 -4 5 29 6 0 6
30 2 0 2
31 7 +2 5
32 7 0 7
33 4 -2 6
34 3 -4 7
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Treatment 4
Low F irs t  S h ift  Second High F irst S h ift Second
approval a ttitu d e toward a ttitu d e approval a ttitu d e toward attitude
subjects ficftle or awav sca le  subjects scale or away scale
1 8 +5 3 1 4 0 4
2 2 +2 4 2 2 0 2
3 5 0 5 3 7 -1 8
4 3 +1 4 4 4 0 4
5 9 +2 7 5 3 0 3
6 4 0 4 6 7 0 7
7 3 +1 4 7 5 0 5
8 4 0 4 8 2 +2 4
9 4 0 4 9 4 0 4
10 4 0 4 10 4 0 4
n 5 0 5 11 7 +3 4
12 4 0 4 12 1 0 1
13 2 0 2 13 4 0 4
14 5 0 5 14 4 0 4
15 3 -2 5 15 2 0 2
16 4 -3 7 16 5 0 5
17 4 0 4 17 4 0 4
18 2 0 2 18 4 0 4
19 3 +1 4 19 5 +1 4
20 5 0 5 20 4 0 4
21 4 0 4
22 1 +1 2
23 2 0 2
24 2 0 2
25 3 +1 4
26 4 0 4
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Treatment 7
Low F irs t  S h ift  Second High F ir s t  S h ift Second
approval a ttitu d e toward a ttitu d e approval a ttitu d e toward attitude
sub.iects sca le  or awav scale subjects sca le  or awav sca le
1 7 0 7 1 5 0 5
2 4 0 4 2 5 0 5
3 7 0 7 3 7 0 7
4 4 0 4 4 3 0 3
5 4 0 4 5 4 0 4
6 4 0 4 6 4 0 4
7 7 0 7 7 4 0 4
8 6 0 6 8 2 0 2
9 5 0 5 9 2 0 2
10 7 0 7 10 5 0 5
11 4 0 4 11 5 +2 7
12 4 0 4 12 6 +1 7
13 2 0 2 13 2 0 2
14 7 0 7 14 5 +2 7
15 4 0 4 15 2 +1 3
16 7 0 7 16 1 +1 2
17 4 0 4 17 7 0 7
18 6 0 6 18 5 0 5
19 4 0 4 19 7 0 7
20 5 0 5 20 6 +1 7
21 5 0 5 21 4 +3 7
22 4 0 4 22 4 +3 7
23 7 0 7 23 5 -3 2
24 4 +3 7 24 6 0 6
25 4 0 4 25 7 0 7
26 5 0 5 26 7 0 7
27 4 0 4 27 6 0 6
28 1 +4 5 28 4 +3 7
29 1 0 1 29 7 0 7
30 4 +3 7 30 7 -1 6
31 7 0 7 31 3 0 3
32 4 0 4 32 4 +3 7
33 7 0 7 33 3 0 3
34 7 0 7 34 4 +3 7
35 2 -1 1 35 2 0 2
36 2 -1 1 36 7 -2 9
37 4 +3 7 37 4 +3 7
38
39
5
2
0
0
5
2
38 2 0 2
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C ontrol
Low F i r s t S h if t Second High F i r s t S h if t Second
approval a t t i tu d e toward a t t i tu d e approval a t t i tu d e toward a t t i tu d e
sub.iects sca le or awav scale su b iec ts sca le or awav sca le
1 5 0 5 1 6 0 6
2 5 0 5 2 4 0 4
3 3 1 4 3 9 2 7
4 5 0 5 4 5 0 5
5 4 5 9 5 4 2 2
6 5 2 7 6 7 0 7
7 2 0 2 7 7 0 7
8 7 0 7 8 2 0 2
9 2 0 2 9 3 0 3
10 7 0 7 10 9 0 9
11 5 3 2 n 4 0 4
12 2 0 2 12 5 0 5
13 2 0 2 13 6 4 2
14 7 0 7 14 5 0 5
15 5 1 4 15 5 _ 0 5
16 5 0 5 16 4 1 5
17 4 0 4 17 3 0 3
18 5 0 5 18 7 1 8
19 5 0 5 19 2 0 2
20 2 0 2 20 9 0 9
21 5 0 5 21 4 0 4
22 7 0 7 22 6 1 7
23 5 0 5 23 6 0 6
24 5 0 5 24 4 0 4
25 2 0 2 25 2 0 2
26 7 0 7 26 3 0 3
27 7 4 3 27 2 0 2
28 4 0 4 28 4 3 7
29 5 0 5 29 5 0 5
30 2 0 2 30 7 0 7
31 5 0 5 31 6 0 6
32 4 0 4 32 9 0 9
33 4 2 2 33 2 0 2
34 6 5 1 34 7 0 7
35 7 0 7 35 2 0 2
36 2 0 2 36 8 0 8
37 2 0 2 37 2 0 2
38 5 0 5 38 5 0 5
39 5 0 5 39 2 0 2
40 7 2 5 40 9 0 9
41 5 0 5 41 4 0 4
42 3 1 2 42 5 1 4
(C ontrol continued on nex t page,)
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Low F i r s t S h if t Second High F i r s t S h if t Second
approval a t t i tu d e . toward a t t i tu d e approval a t t i tu d e toward a t t i tu d e
sub.iects sc a le or away sca le sub.iects scale or awav sca le
43 4 0 4 43 6 0 6
44 6 1 7 44 2 0 2
45 2 2 4 45 3 4 7
46 7 2 5 46 4 3 1
47 2 1 1 47 2 ■ 3 5
48 2 1 3 48 4 0 4
49 4 0 4 49 4 0 4
50 2 0 2 50 1 0 1
51 5 0 5
APPMDK G
Number o f Statem ents R ejected ty  High and Low Approval-M otivated 
Subjects on F i r s t  A dm inistration  of A ttitu d e  Scale
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Treatment 2
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
sub.iects sca le  su b iec ts  scale
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -
approval tude approval tude
sub.iects sca le  sub.iects sca le
1 5 1 4 18 4 18 3
2 4 2 4 19 6 19 4
3 2 3 5 20 5 20 7
4 4 4 3 21 6 21 3
5 2 5 6 22 5 22 6
6 3 6 4 23 5 23 3
7 6 7 3 24 4 24 3
8 5 8 6 25 5 25 5
9 4 9 4 26 4 26 4
10 5 10 4 27 4 27 3
11 5 11 2 28 5 28 4
12 4 12 5 29 2 29 4
13 4 13 4 30 5
14 2 14 2 31 6
15 5 15 4 32 6
16 4 16 4 33 3
17 5 17 3 34 3
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Treatment 4
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
su b jec ts  sca le  sub.iects sca le
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
su b iec ts  sca le  su b iec ts  scale
1 4 1 4 14 4 14 4
2 3 2 3 15 4 15 3
3 5 3 2 16 6 16 5
4 4 4 3 17 6 17 3
5 3 5 2 18 3 18 3
6 4 6 2 19 2 19 4
7 3 7 1 20 5 20 4
8 3 8 2 21 4
9 2 9 5 22 3
10 5 10 3 23 8
11 5 11 3 24 3
12 4 12 1 25 2
13 2 13 3 26 5
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Treatment 7
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
sub.iects sca le  su b iec ts  sca le
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
su b iec ts  sca le  su b iec ts  sca le
1 5 1 3 21 4 21 2
2 4 2 2 22 5 22 3
3 5 3 4 23 4 23 2
4 5 4 5 24 3 24 4
5 5 5 5 25 4 25 4
6 2 6 5 26 4 26 4
7 3 7 4 27 5 27 3
8 4 8 4 28 4 28 3
9 5 9 5 29 7 29 3
10 4 10 5 30 6 30 3
11 4 11 4 31 4 31 6
12 4 12 5 32 4 32 6
13 4 13 4 33 3 33 5
14 4 14 6 34 4 34 5
15 5 15 4 35 6 35 2
16 4 16 5 36 4 36 7
17 4 17 3 37 4 37 5
18 3 18 4 38 5 38 3
19 2 19 5 39 6
20 5 20 5
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Control
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
sub.iects sca le  sub.iects sca le
F i r s t  F i r s t
Low a t t i -  High a t t i -  
approval tude approval tude 
su b iec ts  sca le  su b jec ts  scale
1 4 1 4 27 3 27 4
2 4 2 3 28 4 28 3
3 4 3 4 29 5 29 3
4 5 4 3 30 4 30 6
5 3 5 4 31 3 31 6
6 4 6 2 32 2 32 4
7 3 7 3 33 5 33 4
8 3 8 5 34 5 34 3
9 3 9 2 35 5 35 3
10 5 10 2 36 5 36 5
11 6 11 5 37 3 37 6
12 3 12 5 38 6 38 4
13 3 13 1 39 2 39 6
14 3 14 3 40 3 40 3
15 4 15 1 41 5 41 2
16 4 16 5 42 6 42 4
17 4 17 3 43 5 43 5
18 6 18 3 44 5 44 4
19 3 19 2 45 3 45 2
20 6 20 3 46 5 46 5
21 3 21 4 47 6 47 4
22 5 22 3 48 3 48 2
23 5 23 3 49 6 49 4
24 4 24 4 50 6 50 7
25 4 25 6 51 4
26 3 26 4
